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France To Build RN Carriers 

Lord Drayson, Labour’s defence 
procurement minister, wants Britain and 
France to share construction of the two 
super carriers promised for the Royal Navy. 
The French, who have already bought the 
design for the carriers for £100m, are 
proposing that they should build one. 

This is currently opposed by the UK’s 
biggest shipbuilder, BAE Systems, who 
believe the French shipyards lack capacity 
and that British companies would not want 
to see their influence over the project 
diluted. 


Globalisation Hits Workers’ Income 



Globalisation has driven down the share of 
national income going to workers in 
advanced communities, the International 
Monetary Fund admits in a new study, The 
World Economic Outlook. For the first time in 
a significant policy document, the IMF says 
“labour globalisation has negatively affected 
the share of income going to labour in the 
advanced economies. ” 

However, the IMF argues that workers 
in the industrialised world have still 
benefited overall from globalisation because 
it has boosted productivity, driven down the 
price of traded goods and increased the 
price of rich world exports relative to rich 
world imports. 

Contrary to popular belief, the IMF 
finds the negative impact of globalisation 
on the labour share of income was bigger in 
sectors employing mostly skilled employees 
than it was in unskilled sectors. 


Racist Gang Walk Free After Rampage 

People in Hampshire were astounded last 
month when a mainly Afghan gang who 
screamed racist abuse as they went on a 
violent rampage through Southampton city 
centre escaped jail terms. The seven-man 
gang left bystanders unconscious and 
bleeding. Yet only one was sent to prison, 
and that was for drug offences. 

One waved a knife in the face of two 
terrified women shouting: “I’m from 
Afghanistan. I’m a Muslim. I’m going to 
stab every white person.” 

After leaving a bar, the group began 
hurling abuse at white people waiting for 


taxis and one, Suraj Bhakar, kicked a cab. 
Bhakar then hurled racist remarks at two 
women, before producing a flick knife. The 
gang then approached another group, where 
Bhakar, Harvinder Khurda and Dalvinder 
Gujra, kicked and punched one of the 
group, Glyn Richards,to the floor. Tripinder 
Pattar kicked him unconscious and 
Mandeep Dalviar stamped on his head. 

Two passers-by were also kicked and 
punched. They then found another victim at 
a bus stop, who they claimed called them “a 
Paki”. He too was left bleeding and bruised 
after repeated punches and kicks from all 
I but one of the gang. 

Despite most of the gang being found 
guilty of racially aggravated assault and 
affray, they merely received 12-month 
suspended sentences and community 
punishment orders from the judge, Recorder 
Richard Onslow. Local BNP members ask 
if such lenient sentences would have been 
given if the racial origins of the attackers 
and the victims had been reversed? 





Dave And His Guardian Pals 


Ephraim Hardcastle in his column in the 
Daily Mail, 28.04.07 revealed that, except 
for faithful Guardianista Polly Toynbee, the 
top brass of the liberal-left Guardian 
newspaper “canoodles with the 
Conservatives.” 

Hardcastle wrote: “Executive editor Ian 
Katz skis with Cameron’s guru, Steve 
Hilton, and chief leader writer Julian 
Glover, civil partner of former Tory MP 
Matthew Parris is a Cameroonian.” 


Muslim Extremists Encourage Race 
War 


According to the American Conservative 
Times, Al-Zawahri, Osama bin Laden’s 
t No.2 who was killed last June in Iraq, had 
encouraged minorities around the world to 
join the jihad against the West. “Al-Qaida is 
not merely for the benefit of Muslims,” he 
said. “That’s why I want blacks in America, 
people of colour, American Indians, 
Hispanics, and all the weak and oppressed 
in North and South America, in Africa and 
Asia, and all over the world to support us.” 

The article, of May 12 th , pointed out 
that other than a few token whites in 
entertainment or academia, hardly any 


white have converted to Islam. In the 
United States, as in Britain, the primary 
converts have been black, and recently 
200,000 Mestizos (Hispanics) have 
converted to Islam. 

The Conservative Times advocates 
complete US withdrawal from the Middle 
East. 


Foreign Prisoners Clog Up Our Jails 

New figures show that if there were not so 
many foreign inmates there would not be i 
overcrowding crisis in Britain’s jails. They 
now make up almost one in six, 12,122, of 
our jail population and are costing the 
taxpayer almost £400 million a year to keep. 
In 1996 there were fewer than 5,000 
overseas prisoners. 

Over the past five years, while the 
number of British prisoners has gone up by 
about 10%, there has been an 80% increase 
in foreigners. The largest number are from 
Jamaica (1,490), followed by Nigeria 
(1,070). 


Malaysia Puts the Block on Religious 
Harmony 

The Archbishop of Canterbury, Dr Rowan 
Williams, suffered an embarrassing serious 
setback last month in his attempts to foster 
Muslim-Christian dialogue after the 
Malaysian Government banned an 
interfaith conference he was due to be 
chairing. Christian and Muslim scholars 
from around the world had bought air 
tickets, written papers and began to pack to 
their bags “Building Bridges” conference 
when it was cancelled with just two weeks 
notice. Islam is the official state religion in 
Malaysia and Muslims are subject to sharia 
law. 
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Blair’s last 

Broken 

Promise 



A s we write it seems a fair bet that 

Blair's long goodbye will culminate 
in his signing Britain’s 
commitment to the revised EU 
Constitutional Treaty. It will, of course, be 
another broken promise to the British 
electorate that he would not surrender our 
independence without first allowing us a 
referendum. But if he is to enjoy the riches 
that will come with his new career of 
performing upon the global capitalists’ 
stage, then he must first deliver us politically 
to the EU and its ever increasing 
bureaucratic regulations. Should by chance 
Blair not have the time to sign the new EU 
Treaty, then Gordon Brown will certainly 
be willing to do so. 

It is now over two years since the Dutch 
and the French electorate turned down the 
original 2004 EU Constitution which would 
have made it a virtual European state in its 
own right. Under the German presidency of 
the EU, a few minimal changes have been 
made to pacify French, Dutch and, no 
doubt, British voters. One of the changes is 
the symbolic dropping of the title 
“Constitution”. This has given the ever 
disingenuous Tony Blair the opportunity to 
kid us that the new version is really only a 
mini treaty. “Honestly”, says Tony, with 
slight choke in voice and in best actor 
mode, “it is intended to make the EU work 
better.” 

The new Cameron Conservative party, 
aware that concern over the EU’s growing 
control over our national sovereignty is still 
not the major issue with the British 
electorate that it should be, shows every 
sign of supporting the new Treaty. As for 
the Lib-Dems, support for the EU is a 
paramount article of faith. This is 
epitomised by the statement made last 
month by Lib-Dem MEP Andrew Duff. 
Talking about the new version of the EU 
Constitution, he expressed his 
disappointment that the pro-European 
countries have “failed” to have more of the 
first Constitution included in the new draft, 
in the face of serious opposition from 
several EU member states led by Britain. He 
went on to say: “They are following in the 
slip stream of the English which is the 
prominent euro-sceptical country. If the 
English can be defeated then the opposition 
in Prague will disappear.” 

It is on the opposition to surrendering 
our sovereignty to the EU that the BNP 
finds common cause with UKIP (although 
we differ on other issues). We therefore 
applaud the response of UKIP MEP Jeffrey 
Titford to Andrew Duffs comments. “He is 
English himself and is calling for the defeat 
of his own country. He is also thumbing his 
nose at the voters in France and the 
Netherlands who solidly rejected the 
Constitution in separate referenda.” 

At the end of April ICM Research 
carried out a poll which found that 69% of 
Britons would like to vote on the proposal 
that the UK should have a looser 


relationship with Europe, maintaining free 
trade and co-operation on common policies, 
but opting out of political and economic 
integration. Only 27% said they wanted the 
UK to stay a full EU member on current 
terms. 

We Are Not Anti-European 

The blatant internationalists among the 
media scribes (who are happy to continue 
attacking Germans as “Nazis”) will accuse 
those calling for a looser relationship with 
Europe as being xenophobic. This of course 
is not true, and like the BNP most people 
who are wary of the Marxist-inspired 
autocracy of the European Union seek co¬ 
operation with our fellow Europeans. As I 
wrote in this column exactly one year ago: 
“As Europeans we must destroy the EU and 
start again with pacts, alliances, favoured 
nations treaties, that recognise that what 
has made Europe great is the individuality 
of its nations, even though we stand on the 
shoulders of individual giants; such 
geniuses as Leonardo da Vinci, 

Shakespeare, Goethe, Beethoven, Voltaire 
and Frederick the Great, to name but a few. 
They came from the gene pool of the 
European people and no matter how 
intelligent the sons and daughters of new 
Asian or Arab migrants to Europe may be 
they will never be able to replicate our great 
European forbears.” 

Finally, we would again remind readers 
that one of the greatest threats from the EU 
‘commissars’ is the plan for a Europe-wide 
justice system and police force. The 
objective would, for example, give it the 
power to arrest someone in Britain over an 
alleged infringement of a European law 
elsewhere. Habeas Corpus and Trial by 
Jury, unknown on the continent, will be 
ditched. It could also make the BNP illegal. 
A little known legislation entitled 
‘Framework decisions on combating racism 
and xenophobia’ would make the following 
punishable by two years imprisonment: 
Public dissemination or distribution of tracts , 
pictures or other material containing expressions 
of racism and xenophobia; directing of a racist 
or xenophobic group (by “group” is meant a 
structural organisation consisting of at least two 
persons established for a specific period). 

We have been warned. 


John Bean 
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S uperficially the proposal in the 

introduction below is both logical and 
reasonable. To individuals who think 
that we and UKIP are natural partners who 
have only failed to hit it off because no 
thoughtful matchmaker has come along to 
introduce us, what follows may at first sight 
therefore appear deeply illogical and 
unreasonable. By the end of this article, 
however, I hope that such readers will see a 
clearer picture, and that those who already 
think otherwise will be better equipped to 
understand - and to explain to others - the 
uniqueness of the BNP. So this is why there 
neither can nor should be an alliance 
between the British National Party and 
UKIP: 

The BNP is an innately Politically 
Incorrect organisation which, while it has a 
full range of policies on all issues, is 
primarily known for our principled and 
forthright opposition not just to mass 
immigration and the wilder excesses of 
multiculturalism, but also to the very 
concept of a multi-racial society, and the 
superstition of innate human equality and 
nurture over nature. This places us in 
diametrical opposition to everything 
believed, imposed and planned by the 1968 
generation post-Marxists who dominate the 
institutions of the Western world. 

This is why the left-liberal elite, which 
has captured all the main political parties, 
the broadcast media and all the other 
commanding positions within the British 
Establishment, hates us to the point of 
hysteria. We are not an alternative, we are 
their nemesis. Which means that it isn’t 
always comfortable to be a mover and 
shaker in the BNP. 

INTIMIDATION 

There are two key ways in which the 
Powers That Be try to make it 
uncomfortable for us. The first is 
intimidation - physical, financial and moral. 
The second uses the great vice of the 
English - snobbery. This is why so much 
media effort goes into portraying the BNP 
as a party of knuckle dragging boneheads 
from collapsing sink estates; even though 
our appeal these days is understandable, to 
respond to it is something a nice middle 
class person just cannot do without the fear 
of losing social status. 

Needless to say, that social fear is 
largely groundless, and the hard work of 
recent years has greatly diminished it. 
Likewise we have succeeded in reducing the 
fear that the actual and implied 
intimidation will actually come to anything, 
but the trouble with many UKIP types is 
that they are simultaneously snobs and 
cowards, and even the reduced negatives are 
more than enough for them. As a result it 
doesn’t matter how electorally advan¬ 
tageous it would be to the Euro-realist cause 
for them to do a deal with us, they would 
far rather remain ‘respectable’ failures than 


Chairman’s Article 





: 


ES “If only we could stop splitting the 
nationalist vote. The BNP and UKIP have 
got to do a deal and get together.” This 
is the cry that can be heard after every 
election, particularly from newcomers 
and sympathisers among the general 
public. Nick Griffin explains why it will 
not happen. 
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be successful in partnership with us. 

This is not theory; we have seen it over 
and over again in practice, and many of us 
have had it confirmed through direct 
contact from time to time with some of 
these people and their ilk over several 
decades. The only thing that might change 
them is the total and repeated failure of 
their party to make a sustained 
breakthrough or to make a difference in the 
struggle against the federal EU hydra. At 
present some of them still actually believe 
that they might get somewhere, and those 
who will become susceptible to appeals to 
switch to us when they realise that their 
truly dreadful leadership is doing a Grand 
Old Duke of York act with their time, 
money and energy. 

UKIP’S LACK OF LEADERSHIP 

Their senior leadership is, of course, 
a particular stumbling block to co-operation 
of some kind. Since getting elected to the 
European Parliament (overwhelmingly 
thanks to the Establishment’s use of their 
party as a safety valve to keep us out) they 
have emerged as one of the greediest, self- 
serving, hypocritical gang of low-lives in 
recent British political history - which is 
saying something! 

Their pre-election promise to hand over 
to their party chunks of their obscene 
expenses claims has gone unfulfilled, and 
lurid media exposes of UKIP Euro-booze 
and Euro-sex adventures hint at where the 
money has gone. Party leaders use Polish 
scab labour imported by their family 
businesses to do up their country mansions. 
Huge accountancy black holes dominate 
their finances. Over in Brussels they are 
photographed in states of alcoholic collapse 
in sleazy bars and nightclubs. 

Add to this their record of appalling 
political and organisational incompetence. 
While their unfortunate untrained and 
unsupported volunteers are thrown like 
lambs to the slaughter into endless 
humiliation in local council elections, the 
leadership clique blows vast amounts of 
money on ridiculously unrealistic high 
profile electoral efforts for themselves or 
their cronies. Last year the Bromley 
parliamentary by-election, this year the 
Welsh Assembly Elections, next year no 
doubt somewhere else. And each time their 
truly pathetic votes cost them £20 - £30 
each. That’s no way to run a political party. 

UKIP only managed to become a 
national organisation of sorts on the back 
of the late Sir James Goldsmith’s enormous 
investment in building the short-lived 
Referendum Party in the run up to the 1997 
General Election. £19 million spent on this 
project, with a considerable amount going 
on recruitment advertising and salaries for 
full-time regional organisers, created a 
genuine grass-roots presence that swapped 
en masse to UKIP when Goldsmith died. 

UKIP’s only other notable achievement 


- victory in the last European Elections - 
was handed to them on a plate by New 
Labour scheming involving Robert Kilroy- 
Silk, Max Clifford and Dick Morris, who 
was ‘lent’ by Bill Clinton to Tony Blair and 
thence to UKIP. The accomplished aim was 
a double whammy, using that party as a 
safety valve to keep out the BNP and to 
take votes off the Tories. 

So the plain truth is that UKIP’s key 
successes have had nothing to do with their 
own leadership. Indeed, many of their rank- 
and-file members will admit quite frankly 
that what advances they have made have 
often been in spite of, not thanks to, the 
gaggle of perpetually feuding, banana-skin 
prone and short-sighted Hooray Henries 
and politically ignorant estate agents who 
run their show. 

As leader of the BNP, I have worked 
hard to bring into our own party hierarchy 
talented individuals from the leadership 
cadres of previous nationalist organisations 

- Martin Wingfield and John Bean are two 
prominent examples - and to establish good 
working relationships on non-party political 
projects, such as Solidarity, with others, for 
example Third Way’s Patrick Harrington. 
Likewise, we have in recent years welcomed 
significant numbers of former UKIP 
organisers, candidates and activists into the 
BNP, and their growing presence is one of 
the factors behind our steady advance in 
recent years. This trend will no doubt 
continue. 

We are also working on joint projects 
with several genuinely competent 
individuals who have left UKIP and who, 
while not intending to join us, are at least 
doing useful work opposing the EU and all 
its works and who therefore deserve our 
respect and co-operation. 

There is, however, a huge difference 
between teaming up in some way with 
individuals or organisations with a track 
record of competence and success in then- 
own fields, and trying to get together with 
the leaders of another party who have 
displayed a total inability to organise a piss- 
up in a brewery. There is also the big fish in 
small ponds factor. Their level of 
organisation is so woefully inferior to ours 
that some of UKIP’s senior hierarchy just 
wouldn’t be any use to us at the kind of 
level at which they would insist on being 
involved. 

LABOUR PARTY BACKING 

A further problem with the naive wish for 
an alliance with UKIP to avoid splitting the 
‘nationalist’ vote is that, in certain places, 
the UKIP vote-splitters have been actively 
backed by the Labour Party. The damage 
here is not the accidental by-product of 
rivalry between two similar parties, it is the 
intended consequence of a cynical ploy by 
our Europhile opponents. So there is no 
point appealing to these people not to split 
the vote, because that’s precisely what 
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they’ve intended to do all along. 

The only way to deal with this is our 
beating them over and over again until 
either their well-meaning dupes give up and 
join us or go away, or we make them so 
irrelevant that we win despite their vote¬ 
splitting efforts, as happened in Barking and 
Dagenham. 

In addition to all these practical bars to 
‘nationalist unity’ there is an ideological 
barrier too: While UKIP contains many 
nationalists, it is not a nationalist party. For 
mere opposition to membership of the 
European Union is not nationalism. 

Genuine nationalism is based on a view 
of the nation as an extended family, linked 
by overwhelming ties of common ancestry 
and shared history, and the corresponding 
belief that the members of that family not 
only have the right to chose their own 
government, but that that government has a 
fundamental duty to so order the affairs and 
economy of the country so as to protect and 
advance the interests of the people of that 
country. 

In opposing our enforced membership 
of the fundamentally undemocratic, 
unaccountable and supra-national 
European Union, UKIP clears one hurdle, 
but then falls at the next by proposing as its 
favoured alternative a Britain committed to 
free trade globalism, a system in which the 
economy is automatically and unavoidably 
run for the short-term interests of 
multinational big business. In terms of 
international politics too, UKIP’s cunning 
plan is to replace British subservience to 
Brussels with renewed surrender to 
Washington, New York and Beijing. They 
are anti-EU, but they are nevertheless 
internationalists. Different brand, but the 
same type of poison. 

Following on from this there is no sign 
in UKIP whatsoever of the understanding 
that the head of an extended family cannot 
stand back and worship ‘market forces’ as 
outsiders and greedy renegades run smash- 
and-grab raids on the family assets and 
while grotesque social injustices tear the 
family into warring factions. 

A POLICY OF NATIONAL SUICIDE 

Even worse, UKIP’s leadership openly 
preach the PC fiction that being 
British/English/Scottish/etc is merely a 
matter of geography. Their immigration 
policy is based purely on the concept of 
space, with no thought to ethnicity and 
precious little for the culture that springs 
from it. Hence their idea of being ‘tough’ in 
this field is to propose limiting the number 
of new immigrants allowed into the UK 
each year to balance the number of people 
leaving the country. 

A moment’s thought tells us that this is 
not an immigration policy so much as a 
recipe for national suicide; a sort of 
controlled ethnic cleansing operation. The 
prospects for native ‘Brits’ - especially those 


with young families - in many parts of over¬ 
taxed, multicultural Britain are so grim that 
at least 300,000 of our brightest and best 
flee the country each year. UKIP is happy 
with this, for it makes space in their book 
for a further 300,000 Somalis, Nigerians, 
Afghans, Pakistanis or whatever every year. 
And all of them, according to UKIP, 
become instant Britons the moment they 
breathe the air of our Blessed, though 
increasingly diverse and unstable, Plot. 
Provided they learn to ask for their 
handouts in English, of course. 

Although even the suggestion of 
limiting immigration is regarded by the 
BBC as ‘right-wing’, the truth is that 
UKIP’s position on this crucial issue, far 
from being ‘nationalist’, is in fact well to the 
left of the Tory government from 1970-74. 

Even Ted Heath promised that there 
would be no more large-scale primary 
immigration, and his Home Office 
instituted a system (still technically in place 
today) under which members of ethnic 
minorities could apply for grants to help 
them to return to their lands of ethnic 
origin. 

UKIP’s native population replacement 
policy involves an annual shift towards an 
alien majority of two thirds of a million 
every year. That’s without considering the 
enormous birth-rate of many of the 
immigrant communities already here. The 
fact that Farage and his puppet-masters at 
the BBC try to ‘sell’ this support for 
colonisation to the public as a tough 


UKIP - where the head-bangers 
will hit the wall next 

Among the reduced number of councils 
with elections next May, the following saw 
unusually high concentrations of UKIP 
candidates (nine or more) this year, and 
need an extra special effort from us to win 
over their best people and grind them into 
the dust electorally: 

Dudley 

Newcastle-under-Lyne 
Wolverhampton 
Milton Keynes 
Lincoln 
Tandridge 
Eastleigh 
Reigate & Banst< 

Woking 

Tunbridge Wells 
Swindon 
Walsall 
Sefton 
Rotherham 
Birmingham 
Runnymeade 


immigration policy should certainly not 
fool members of the BNP; UKIP may well 
split the nationalist vote but, lacking as they 
do any understanding of what makes a real 
nation, they are not nationalists. 

Of course, we do share quite a few 
policy points with UKIP, but the same can 
in fact be said of virtually any party. UKIP 




In a concerted effort to keep genuine nationalists out of 
Brussels Labour borrowed Bill Morris (above left) from Bill 
Clinton, and with the help of Kilroy they presented an 
effective establishment safety valve. Kilroy then went on to 
destroy what he created by splitting UKIP and setting up his 
own party - Veritas - which soon imploded. 
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want tougher sentences for criminals, just as 
we do. The Greens favour a big shift 
towards sustainable organic farming, and 
we do too. Respect oppose the privatisation 
of the Post Office, and we do too. But even 
a number of points of agreement do not 
make realistic potential allies out of two 
parties with very different ideological 
foundations. 

As a matter of fact, UKIP doesn’t really 
have a coherent ideology, not least because 
its leaders’ attempts to bring under one 
single issue anti-EU roof everyone from old 
Labour anti-Common Market types 
through to Colonel Flogginham-Whippem 
(Rtd) have forced them to avoid articulating 
positions on other potentially contentious 
topics. 

At best, there is in UKIP a vague 
consensus around a dimly understood civic 
nationalism, and the populism of the 
saloon bar of the middle class local. This, 
and the fact that they have already nearly all 
crossed a personal Rubicon in terms of 
ditching their earlier loyalty to an 
Establishment party, makes its members 
relatively easy targets for BNP recruiters. 

But it also makes it essential that, once 


recruited, they are rapidly inculcated with 
an understanding of genuine nationalism. 
Such people are very welcome, and can 
easily be integrated when they come in by 
dribs and drabs. But it would be a recipe for 
disaster if they all came in at once, as would 
logically happen if it was possible for UKIP 
and the BNP to join forces. 

This is a danger that will shrink the 
more our still very embryonic Voting 
Membership system gets deeply entrenched. 
But until it is then the sad fact is that - even 
if it was possible - the short-term vote- 
maximising benefits of a merger with UKIP 
would rapidly be outweighed by the impact 
of a wave of ‘soft’ upper class civic 
nationalists who would inevitably push for 
a ‘one man, one vote’ system and then 
destroy the party by trying to impose a 
liberalisation programme on us. 

Hence, on balance, we are forced to the 
conclusion that an alliance with UKIP 
would not in fact be desirable even if it were 
possible. And since, in any case, the 
practical reasons outlined above make it 
wholly impossible, that's an end of the 
matter. 

OCCASIONAL DEALS 

There may very occasionally be local 
reasons or even national propaganda 
considerations within the Eurosceptic 
movement as a whole why we offer to do 
one-off electoral deals with UKIP. But that 
is only where a carefully considered 
calculation indicates that it is in our 
organisational interest to do so. 

So never be fooled by such gestures, 
however good some of UKIP’s activists - 
and even second level leaders - are, the 
party itself is a dead-end safety valve 
ideological mishmash. Despite our 
common determination to withdraw from 
the EU (though their MEPs sometimes have 
a strange way of showing it, when they vote 
for things such as Europe-wide school 
indoctrination lessons) organisationally and 
politically, UKIP is as much our enemy as 
the Lib-Lab-Con gang. 

So there is no point wasting time 
wishing on a star for electoral pacts with 
them. We just have to get on with the job of 
applying our far superior party machine and 
our ever-increasing experience in 
community politics, so as to beat them even 
more convincingly in even more places. 

We should always be friendly with their 
rank-and-file at events such as election 
counts and public meetings, for most of 
them belong with us, but there can be no 
local ‘deals’ and no leaving them wards to 
try to win, for every time they get a half- 
decent vote because we stand aside it only 
gives them a bit more heart to keep banging 
their heads against a brick wall. We have to 
be cruel to be kind to these people, for the 
only kind of unity which will be sustainable 
and truly useful will be when they join the 
British National Party - on our terms. 
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□ The last weekend of May saw 
an in-depth election analysis 
meeting of key national and 
regional BNP officials held in 
Northamptonshire. Run jointly by 
National Elections Officer Eddy 
Butler and BNP Chairman Nick 
Griffin, the meeting considered 
experiences and opinions passed 
to key officials by a wide variety of 
local candidates and activists. The 
resulting analysis, and some of the 
key core conclusions as to the 
next steps we must take, are 
outlined below: 



“TT n key target wards we were out- 
I organised. In many areas we have a 
1 very good base vote, but to win we need 
a spike of support on top. As a direct result 
of our repeated electoral success, in 
particular our pioneering use of postal votes 
in our crushing by-election victory in 
Barking three years ago, the Labour Party 
has undergone a paradigm shift in the 
effectiveness of its election machine. They 
and their union allies are now capable of 
out-organising us in a limited number of 
places, thereby cutting off the top of our 
support spike. 

“It was this ability, carefully targeted, 
that held us back from winning in several 
dozen wards in May. To overcome their 
newly developed techniques, we must: 

a) Outrun their ability to stop us by 
increasing our number of properly worked 
target wards and, 

b) Develop new deep community politics 
techniques which make us relevant to the 
majority non-voters who Labour’s new 
techniques totally ignore. 

“In simple terms, we have got to continue to 
do what we already do, but do it more 
consistently and in more places, and at the 
same time up our game by rolling out new 
and successful experiments in a growing 
number of key target wards.” 

These three paragraphs sum up the 
overall conclusions of the conference, 
which considered in-depth reports from 
Eddy Butler and Nick Griffin, and then 


debated a wide range of possible BNP 
responses before settling on a concrete set 
of proposals for further future advances. 

The starting point is to recognise that 
even ‘perfect’ BNP operations which would 
have won a couple of years ago are no 
longer capable of beating the opposition’s 
transformed approach. Hence our efforts 
this year were largely blocked, despite our 
contesting more seats with better leaflets, a 
slicker central machine, and with many 
local units fighting better campaigns than 
ever before. 

Since Labour - and the other 
Establishment parties as well - will now use 
these new techniques as widely as possible, 


our present ‘best practice’ operations will 
from now on invariably produce good 
seconds rather than close firsts. A serious 
economic downturn or some other change 
in external circumstances would of course 
change things, but under present conditions 
the truth is that our opponents have now 
worked out how to keep us out in most 
cases. 

This is no surprise. The Joseph 
Rowntree Trust and the Home Office have 
both spent tens of thousands of pounds 
(probably more) finding out wkyJfae 
people vote for us, what them, 
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7) They target ethnic voters. 


In ward after key ward in this election, 
we heard during the campaign that “the 
Labour party have given up. The only 
person doing anything is the candidate, who 
is delivering leaflets on his own.” The latter 
was true, but the activists hadn’t given up 
on anything - except the 65% of the 
electorate who didn’t vote last year. 

So what were they doing? 

1) The non-voters were ignored. Almost all 
of the work in their new style campaign 
goes into the people who are shown by the 
marked ward register to have voted last 
time. This enables a small number of 
activists to have a disproportionate impact 
on the electors most likely to decide the 
result. 

2) Telephone canvassers - from Labour and 
the LibDems, the unions, Searchlight and 
probably others we don’t even know about 
spent many months calling people on the 
marked register and finding out their voting 
intentions. 

3) Anti-BNP voters were then targeted to 
encourage tactical voting, generally in 
favour of Labour, but not always. 

4) BNP voters were hit with smears. This 
accounts for the apparently weaker and 
sporadic efforts with Hope Not Hate - 
hitting only identified BNP voters will have 
allowed far greater electoral impact than the 
old-fashioned blanket approach in which 6 
out of 10 reached people who were not 
going to vote anyway. 

5) This was done in two waves - first 
working the postal voters and then 
switching to people who use the polling 
booths. 

6) There is at least circumstantial evidence 
that the collection of postal votes also 
provides the opportunity to steal ones in our 
favour. In Tamworth, where we were not 
expected, we took 25% of the vote and 
20% of the postal vote. In some areas 
where they were ready for us reports 
indicate that we got hardly any postal 
votes. A drop in our postal percentage 
may indicate merely an increase in 
the number of opposition voters 
being encouraged to apply for postal 
votes, but their virtual absence in 
some areas where we have a high 
level of support would suggest that 
a concerted effort is being made to 
identify and destroy them. 


slightly paranoid claim of widespread fraud 
- the great question of the campaign: Why 
when a record number of the public seemed 
to be on our side did we not win more 
seats? Because many of those on our side 
don’t vote, while the opposition maximised 
their vote and minimised ours among the 
people who do vote. 

Further crucial evidence that our 
problem is Labour’s re-organisation is the 
fact that, out of the nine seats we took this 
time, four were Conservative. To take nearly 
half of our seats off the Tories is a huge 
turn-around from last year, when almost all 
the seats we took were from Labour. 
Particularly given the fact that the 
Conservatives were on a bit of a roll with a 
new leader, this is a remarkable shift that 
can only be explained by the impact of 
Labour’s paradigm shift in 
organisation. 

So what do 
we do about it? 

The knee-jerk 
reaction to 
seeing the 
value to the 
opposition 
of the 
marked 
register is 
to copy 
them. 

There are, 
however, 
three key 
problems with 
this approach: 


concentrate on the marked register would 
be to write them off; 

ii) In most areas the hardcore voters who 
turn out even in local elections, people who 
are by definition either more political or 
more habitual than everyone else, are likely 
to be roughly divided in two - nearly a third 
who are willing to vote for us, and two- 
thirds who are against us. To an extent, any 
in-depth work we did just on the entire 
marked register would toughen up our third 
of the voters in our favour, but confirm to 
the other two-thirds that we are a serious 
threat and therefore make them even more 
likely to heed the call to vote tactically for 
the party most likely to keep us out; 

iii) In making extensive use of the marked 
register the basis of their tactical doctrine, 

the opposition are in danger of cutting 
themselves off even more effectively 
than ever from the majority of the 
population who have given up voting 
in local elections at a time of general 
disillusionment with politics in an 
era of (outside sink estates) 
extreme consumerist well-being. 

To do this in order to 
concentrate on an increasingly 
elderly party loyalist base will help 
them win elections in the short to 
medium term, but it opens up a gap 
that a party which finds ways to 
engage with the currently 
depoliticised majority could fill very 
effectively in the future. 

There are already clear signs that 
LibDems and Conservatives are 
also now learning from Labour’s 
radical tactical rethink; in 
fact they 


the 


i) We know that 
large numbers of our 
supporters don’t 
bother to vote. To 
ignore them in 
order to 


Most voters have not yet seen 
Cameron’s leftward drift and merely 
believe it now ‘OK’ to vote Tory again 


These changes add up to a 
qualitative rather than a 
quantitive difference in the 
campaign against us in key 
areas. This explains 
perfectly - without the 
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have very little choice but to do so. All three 
old parties, after all, are in competition for 
the slowly shrinking and somewhat elderly 
habitual voters block. Once one of them 
learns to almost treble the effectiveness of 
their limited manpower by concentrating 
almost exclusively on roughly one third of 
the electorate, the others will have to follow 
suit or lose election after election. 

The big long term problem for them all, 
however, is that this will in turn further 
speed up the process whereby the political 
elite are withdrawing from contact with the 
de-politicised and disillusioned majority. As 
with their squabbling for handfuls of swing 
voters in a few marginal seats, this 
unavoidable concentration on a minority is 
a piece of chronic short-termism that will 
come back to haunt them at the polls in the 
future - provided an effective real alternative 
can be built that has both the grass-roots 
organisation and the common sense policies 
needed to reconnect with the otherwise 
ignored taxpaying majority. 

That said, we have to find ways to 
overcome the short-term advantage that 
massive use of the marked register and the 
dodgy postal votes system gives to our 
opponents. We, or independent ‘third party 
disparager’ groups sympathetic to 
nationalism, can also use the marked 
register and the list of people who have 
applied for postal votes: 


with special mail shots timed to coincide 
with the arrival of their ballot papers; 


iii) To identify existing supporters who in 
fact failed to vote, and to encourage them to 
do better next time; 


iv) To identify the majority who didn’t vote 
and visit a cross-section of them with a 
survey designed to find out why they didn’t 
vote and what a party could do to make 
them vote in future. This information can 
then be used in planning activities and 
community politics initiatives designed to 
reconnect these people to the democratic 
process as our supporters. 


As for the postal vote scam, it was decided 
that we should not attempt to fight fire with 
fire. First, because pressuring people - 
especially the elderly - into voting for a 
particular party is wrong; second, because if 
we did it the media would scream blue 
murder about it, and, third, because so 
many postal votes for us get stolen. To 
encourage our supporters to apply for them 
would expose them to identification and 
pressure from the opposition, and to hand 
their votes to far-left postmen and 
town hall officials - not 
so much on 


a plate as already in the bin. 

Instead, we discussed and then 
approved Eddy Butler’s proposals for a 
major campaign later this year to depress 
the number of postal votes applied for in 
general. This will involve leaflets and other 
publicity material designed to alert people 
to the possibility of their postal vote being 
stolen and the certainty of their getting 
nuisance phone calls from the different 
parties if they register to vote by post. Some 
will be for general use, and others will target 
those who had postal votes this time. There 
is already widespread public and 
journalistic disquiet over the creeping 
corruption of our electoral system that the 
material should be widely believable, and 
hence effective to an as yet unknown extent, 
as well as allowing us to take the moral high 
ground as defenders of genuine democracy. 

Our equivalent of ethnic voters are 
young white voters who often do not 
register. A revived Operation White Vote 
would clearly be useful if pushed properly. 
We are also working separately on a pilot 
scheme for a programme to 
bring us into 


i) To identify the best 
recipients of material designed 
to depress the vote of 
whichever party is our main 


ii) To target people 
with postal 
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good-terms contact with young people in 
selected target wards. 

The next thing to do is to consider why 
canvassing works. It is NOT because our 
canvassers convince people to change their 
political views on the doorstep. Genuine 
political policy discussions with potential 
voters are in practice almost unheard of in 
canvassing campaigns. The Joseph 
Rowntree Trust research that identified 
canvassing (and door-to-door paper sales) as 
our big gun also said clearly that the voters 
convinced by our canvassers were won over 
by the contrast between the reality of a 
BNP activist and what they had been told to 
expect by the media and smear leaflets. 
Canvassing works not by political reasoning 
but by creating cognitive dissonance. 

It follows therefore that other tactics 
that create similar cognitive dissonance 
would be as effective as canvassing. This is 
good because - provided we can find and 
encourage the use of such tactics, we should 
be able to draw on a larger number of 
individuals who can thereby take part in our 
cognitive dissonance push for greater 
support and higher votes. After all, there are 
plenty of people who are absolutely 
dedicated BNP activists but who for some 
reason are unwilling or unable to canvass 
effectively. Some of these may well be 
ideally suited to help out in one or other of 
our new ancillary operations. 

Anything which conveys to some or all 
of the voters in a ward the idea that BNP 


members are not racist monsters, one-track- 
minded fanatics or troublemaking skinhead 
thugs will help to create the fertile gap 
between opposition smears and BNP reality 
in which support for us takes root and 
grows. 

Such community work can come in 
many forms. It might be as low-level 
assistance to needy individuals, occasional 
more labour intensive one-offs such as 
clean-ups, or longer term projects involving 
securing grant money, establishing a St. 
George’s Day celebration committee or 
running a Community Observation Patrol 
to reduce anti-social behaviour. 

SPREAD THE WORD 

Whatever approach or combination of 
techniques is used, it is vitally important not 
just that it is done, but that the whole of the 
ward is told that it has been done - and 
asked what they want done next. To make 
this easier the Publicity Department will be 
producing each month a local leaflet 
template, complete with space for such 
material and help and advice on filling it 
effectively. The aim should be to use one of 
these in a section of each target ward every 
other month, or in the whole ward at least 
once a quarter. This includes wards we need 
to hold as well as those where we want to 
win. 

It is important to note that all the 
proposals outlined above are regarded as 


identity 

being additional to our existing way of 
working. Our current ‘best practice’ - door- 
to-door paper selling/canvassing; high 
profile local clean-ups and less visible work 
to help sort the problems of individual 
electors; attendance at local community 
meetings and events, and the regular 
distribution of localised newsletters telling 
residents about our work on their behalf - 
provides the ideal soil in which to work to 
put down even deeper community roots 
using the cutting edge techniques outlined 
above and being rolled out in detail at the 
Summer School, RWB and other training 
events. 

There is, after all, nothing wrong with 
what we’ve been doing - except that it has 
driven our opponents to up their game! If 
we merely duplicated our existing best 
practice in more wards we would without 
doubt from time to time strike lucky by 
overwhelming their capacity to run their 
own ideal operations to stop us. But we 
don’t want to leave it to luck, we need to 
move up a further gear and produce 
additional winning techniques that give us 
the edge again in the political arms race. 

The aim of the new techniques we are 
now working on is to build our support 
from passive sympathy to actual voting 
levels, particularly among the 30% of the 
population who vote in general elections 
but don’t bother in local ones, and among 
the people who have given up voting 
because they believe that “all politicians are 
the same.” 

All the signs are that these people are 
immune to political argument in local 
elections because they don’t think they 
make a difference, because all candidates 
are the same and are in it for themselves. 
Thus improving our political operations - 
vital though this is - will not touch them. 
Hence the urgent need for us to build on 
our existing political work by applying the 
new deep community politics initiatives 
being developed by our people in places like 
Wiltshire, Leicestershire and Greater 
Manchester. 

No doubt other activists and organisers 
will emerge whose local experiments can be 
incorporated into our support building and 
power winning techniques. The irony is 
that, by going to such extraordinary lengths 
to stop us winning twenty or thirty more 
seats this time, our opponents have forced 
us to undertake a really fundamental 
assessment of how we work, and to come 
up with new ideas which have the potential 
to put our operations in a totally new league 
above their own. 

It’s what Cromwell did for the armies 
of parliament after their early setbacks in 
the English Civil War. It’s like the way 
bacteria become resistant to antibiotics; the 
ones that adapt don’t just survive, they turn 
out stronger than ever. Coming to target 
wards near you - with your help - the New 
Model British National Party, more virulent 
than ever! 
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New Release 



□ Peter Ashford reviews the latest release from 
Great White Records. 


T his is Great White Records’ first ever in-house produced 
album. West Wind is recorded completely at GWR’s 
recording studio and is a huge direction change for the 
label, both in quality of sound, and quality in the genre of music. 

This album was first conceived as merely an idea some 12 
months ago, and as it took shape, GWR knew they were onto a 
winner. But guided and produced by Studio Producer Alan Smith, 
the album exceeded all of GWR’s expectations. 

It is easy to underplay this as just another album. West Wind 
illustrates is a GWR quality product that a while back 
would not have been possible, but now, due to 
rapid studio expansion, GWR has 
produced an album that achieves 
quality that has not been heard in 
the nationalist music scene for 
some time. 

West Wind , which 
includes tracks that are 
rock, brit-pop, folk, 
heavy-rock, etc, is on 
sale through 
GWR’s newly 
designed website 
www. greatwhite 
records.com 
which features 
interviews with 
West Wind 
artists, 

including Nick 
Griffin, the 
writer of the 
West Wind 
album and Alan 
Smith the 
producer, and 
many more GWR 
artists. 

The first song Hundred 
Years Hence immediately 
told me this album was 
going to be different from 
the rest. It is rocky with a tinge 
of Brit-Pop, and combined with 
superbly dark vocal by Alan Smith, 
presents a fantastic album opener, marking 
GWR’s quite sudden change of direction in 
musical terms. This song is about the traitors and social 
false-idols of modern Britain, (soap stars, politicians) and their 
inevitable demise and fall. A truly great start to the album. 

Next is Colour sung by David Hannam. This is clearly written 
by Nick Griffin with Jackie very much fixed in his mind. A 
beautiful love song with a very catchy Brit-Pop feel to it which 


seems to suit Dave Hannam well, as he repeats this formula in 
other songs on the album. If you are looking for the album 
tearjerker, this is it. 

Different Drums is a musical achievement. This is Griffin’s 
favourite song as he recounts on the video interview on the 
website. Telling the tale of the two fighting sides in the Ireland 


Presentation is 
Everything 

West Wind marks a new high in terms of quality for 
nationalist music. Not only are the lyrics much more 
mature than most offerings, but the music is presented in a 
number of styles, most of which are very modern and 
progressive and could easily be found in HMV. 

The great increase in quality can also be seen in the 
packaging and presentation. The CD comes in a clear jewel 
case with a 16 page full colour booklet which includes full 
lyrics for every song as well as pictures of the artists 
involved with the different songs. This is an improvement 
over anything Great White Records has produced before 
and is something that could easily be sold on the high 
street. 

No expense was spared on the disk itself which is 
colour printed and sits in a clear tray with a full colour inlay 
that reveals a beautiful picture as the disk is removed. The 
whole packaged is finished off with each individual disk 
factory sealed ensuring that you are the first to open your 
copy. 


Full colour ‘silver back’ disk 


Album Review: 
West Wind 
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Full colour 16 page booklet 
includes full lyrics 


Clear jewel case with 
Colour inlay 


dispute, this dispute is captured in the imagery of the Bodran of 
the Gael and the Lambeg of Ulster, two warring instruments, and 
this song laments the story of the same people fighting each other, 
An historical track. The best feature of this song is Frank Atack’s 
vocal, very powerful. 

I See You is the return of Hannam to one man and a guitar. A 
very sad, sweet song about the changing face of society about a 
character who feels lost and unwanted in a society he doesn't 
recognise anymore. 

Nothing Bloody Works is a very comical fast moving song with 
a humorous view on modern Britain. Sung by Colin Auty. Up¬ 
tempo song with a catchy rocky beat makes this a foot tapping 
track. 

Brown Sign Land is a song sung by Frank Atack about the 
collapse of British Industry and way of life. Frank’s vocal delivery 



is especially poignant on 
this track. It has feeling, 
it aches, moans, laughs 
manically; desperation 
and absurdity 
encompasses Frank’s 
vocal. It is a soft on 
the ears track with an 
eerie atmosphere. 

51st State Lament is 
about the 

Amercianisation of British 
society. Colin has a typically 
comical vocal on this very 
compelling song. This is another 
upbeat song with a very funny middle- 
eighth section featuring vocals by Nick Cass 
& family. Great lines from this track includes, “And if you’re 
looking for Stonehenge you’ll find the replica’s in Kent, the 
original one’s in Disneyland we couldn’t pay the rent”. 

Corporal Fox is a well known track. It first appeared on a BNP 
party political broadcast and has clearly come a long way. It 
started a few years back as an acoustic solo folk song, and has 
now been transformed into a Brit-Pop band song. Has it worked? 
Yes. This is really Dave Hannam at his best here. Highlighting the 
injustice of war veterans who return only to be treated like second 
class citizens, many of us have heard this’song before, but 
listening to it now, it takes on a whole new meaning. Great song. 

Forgotten is a heartfelt song about the plight of young white 
lads who have been murdered for the crime of being white. This is 
a very moving song, has a beautiful line “Why don’t we here of 
the suffering and pain, the families and victims who died without 
blame.” 

Voices of the Dead , is a heavy-metal song with an incredible 
tempo and almost demonic feel to it. Alan Smith’s vocal on this is 
creepy, disturbing, as he sings from the perspective of the dead 
who have come back to ask modern day Britons to stand up and 
fight. This is really the biggest direction change that GWR have 
taken. For those of you who love hard, fast heavy metal music, 
you will love this. 

West Wind is sung by Lee Haggan. This is the album title 
track, and for good reason. This is a big anthemic song which is 
stirring and triumphant. If you want to be inspired, you will love 
West Wind. Chorus line goes “But the west wind that rolls from 
the mountains, the west wind that rolls ’cross the bay, the west 
wind that springs from the depths of our soul, will sweep all the 
others away”. This is a great ending to the album, and it is a 
markedly different direction of music by Lee Haggan to embark 
on. Another rocky number of anthemic proportions. 

On the whole, West Wind is a great listen and I would highly 
recommend you give it a go. It marks a new era for popular 
nationalist music in the UK. Great White Records are indeed now 
producing some of the finest nationalistic music in the UK. 


Yes, I want to order a copy of West Wind and I enclose a cheque or postal order made payable 
to ‘Great White Records’ for £11 (inc. P&p). ^ 

For a full list of CDs and merchandise, or to order online, ■Tllll Him 

visit our website at: I MfH|T 

www.greatwhiterecords.com V. ^ 

Name:. 

Address:. 

Please send to: The Secretary, P0 Box 74, Market Weighton, Y043 4WT 
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M utations occur when there is an 
error in the copying of the DNA 
message. This copying is 
perpetual and countless in its extent. When 
a mutation occurs, and no one yet has a 
final explanation for the phenomenon, the 
cells which produce the proteins on which 
all life depends change the form of creation 
in that particular sequence and provide the 
genetic variation which powers evolution. 

Sykes outlines the indifference of most 
mutations and the few that are bad and 
therefore self-destructive and the few which 
enhance the lives of their hosts and 
therefore are deemed good for this reason. 

Two features of mitochondrial DNA 
are supremely important. In the first place 
mitochondrial DNA mutates twenty times 
faster than do other nuclear cells. 
Mitochondrial DNA, for whatever reason, 
suffers very many more errors, that is, 
mutations, than do the nuclear genes. After 
our presumed 150,000 years as a species 
95% of people in a stretch of 1,000 nuclear 
genes will have exactly the same sequence. 
Taking a similar stretch of mitochondrial 
DNA the difference between the sequences 
is almost total. It is this process which 
makes us genetically like the anthropoids 
and the lesser animals but it is the 
mitochondrial DNA which makes the 


critical difference between individuals and 
individual human groups. Vive la difference! 

The second feature of importance about 
mitochondrial DNA is that, unlike the 
nuclear cells inherited equally from both 
parents, mitochondrial DNA is inherited 
exclusively from the mother. Mitochondrial 
DNA tells only the history of women. 

The man’s story is told by reason of the 
possession of the Y chromosome. In like 
manner to the transmission of the 
mitochondrial DNA from mother to 
daughter the Y chromosome passes 
exclusively from father to son. 

Of considerable interest to those 
anxious to learn about the bearing of DNA 
on human groupings is a stretch of DNA 
called the “control region”. This stretch of 
400 bases for whatever reason are 
unaffected by mutations. They are immune 
to the changes which destroy other genetic 
particles. In the research work in Europe 
Prof. Sykes and his team came to realise 
that there were distinct “control region” 
mutation patterns and by this recognition 
they identified seven groups by their 
signature mutations. Thus it was that the 
conclusion of seven original mitochondrial 
fountainheads within the native Europeans 
was arrived at. 

The concluding chapters of Blood of the 


» Alastair Harper concludes his 
comments on the writings of 
Professor Bryan Sykes which give 
us a genetic history of the British 
Isles and show that the essence of 
our British nationalism lies in our 
blood. 


P14 




Genetics 


Isles deals understandably with the DNA 
distribution of the four constituent nations 
Irish, Scottish, Welsh and English. 

ORIGINS OF THE IRISH 

Professor Sykes begins his genetic 
archaeology of the Irish by showing that the 
oldest mitochondrial references are of the 
clan Ursula whose origin in northern 
Greece can be dated to c. 45,000 years ago. 
The first settlers in Ireland were Ursulans 
who settled on the banks of the Bann about 
9000 years ago. By involving calculations 
which to the layman at first seem difficult 
Professor Sykes demonstrates that 10% of 
Irish men and ^omen are the direct 
descendants of Ursula, 570,000 in all of 
Ireland. Because the clan is so old a greater 
number of mutations have occurred in the 
trek across Europe. Out of the 91 Irish 
Ursulans 68 had the Oisin Y chromosome 
matching samples elsewhere in Europe and 
only 23 were unique to Ireland thus 
revealing the length of time their European 
journey had taken them. 

By the same analytical process it was 
revealed that the other clans arrived in 
Ireland between 7,000 to 4,000 years ago 
with the clan of Jasmine, that of the 
Neolithic farmers, the most recent arrivals. 

The long held notion that the Celts 
arrived in Ireland c. 200 B.C. sits very 
uneasily with these conclusions. This leaves 
Professor Sykes with the task of explaining 
the existence of the Celtic language in 
Ireland and Scotland and indeed the 
presence of the language throughout the 
whole of the British Isles by the time of the 
Roman Conquest. He explains the presence 
of Celtic symbols and artefacts to trade and 
cultural drift from the Hallstadt and La 
Tene culture in central Europe. 

By far the greatest number of Irish Y 
chromosomes belong to the clan Professor 
Sykes has named Oisin. Oisin, little deer, 
was the son of the hero Finn mac Cool, 
leader of the Fianna, a band of elite 
warriors. Oisin, his son, is bewitched by 
Niav of the Golden hair, daughter of the 
Underworld King who rules over Tir na 
n’Og, Land of the Ever Young. These 
characters are central to the mythology of 
Ireland and bespeak the primordial view of 
the Irish about themselves. 

The proportions of Y chromosome 
distribution in Ireland give some indication 
of the direction from which the male 
progenitors of the Irish have come, for this 
particular Y chromosome is found 
extensively down the western European 
seaboard being well represented in the 
French and Spanish Basque territories. 
Comparatively in Europe, Ireland tops the 
Oisin clan fingerprint with the four 
provinces, Connacht, Munster, Ulster and 
Leinster notching up 98%, 95%, 81% and 
73% respectively. The lowest score in 
Leinster reflects the 12 th C. arrival of Anglo- 
Normans under Henry II and the existence 


identity - June 2007 



of an English bridgehead till 1923. 


THE DNA OF SCOTLAND 


The chapter devoted to the DNA of 
Scotland is as absorbing as that of those 
subsequent on Wales and England. 

Contrary to what is generally believed 
the male population of the Northern Isles is 
not exclusively derived from the Viking 
invasions or later Norse settlement. The 
clan of Oisin is well represented to the tune 
of just under 65% Piet and 35% Viking. 
Though this might cause a sharp intake of 
breath at an Up Helly Aa celebration, 
Professor Sykes’ team revealed that almost 
one third of Norwegian men today are of 
the clan Oisin. 

The long held presumption that the 
Northern Isles were overborne by Vikings 
was shown to be incorrect: what was 
revealed however was that there was as 
much Norse mitochondrial DNA in the 
Northern Isles as there was Norse Y 
chromosomes and as Professor Sykes’ team 
concluded the Vikings must have brought 
their women with them. He does however 
admit that in view of the fact that after the 
cessation of Norse rule in the Northern 
Isles in the 15 th century there would have 
been an immigration from the Scottish 
mainland which would very likely have 
altered the genetic balance. 

Turning to the vexed question of the 
Piets, the examination of the mitochondrial 
DNA in the regions of Grampian, Tayside 
and Fife indicated that there was no 
significant difference between 
the genetic footprints of 
the Pictish relic 
populations in 
their 

heartland 
from that in 
the rest of 
Scotland or 
indeed in 
any 


other part of the Isles. As one who had long 
laboured under the delusion that the Piets 
were a race apart in Scotland, the findings 
on their genetic archaeology came as a mild 
shock, but as Robert Burns reminded us 
“Facts are chiels that winna ding”. (There is 
no escaping the truth of things) 

The introduction to the work of 
Professor Sykes, particularly my reading of 
Blood of the Isles , led me to put my money 
where my mouth was. I had my DNA 
tested for both mitochondrial and Y 
chromosome. Since my maternal ancestry 
led me back through a reputedly “pious 
woman” from Longtown just over the 
English border, my great grandmother, she 
having the distinction of being descended 
from the family of Guy Fawkes, I reckoned 
that I would be designated the category of 
the tribe of Helena by far the most 
commonly met with genetic female 
footprint in the British Isles, and I was not 
mistaken. 

Since the Harpers lie thick on the 
ground in graveyards on Deeside and 
Speyside in Grampian I always presumed 
that my furthest male ancestor would be a 
Piet of the Piets. 

However, no such evidence emerged 
from the analyser of Oxford Ancestors for 
they concluded “with a high level of 
confidence” that my deepest paternal 
ancestor was a Norse Viking and that I 
shared an exact Y 
chromosome 
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match with four other men; two resident in 
the U.S. whose origins had been in Scotland 
and Poland, one resident in Norway whose 
origin had been in the Faroes, and one now 
living in England whose birthplace had also 
been in Poland. All a bit uncanny, but it 
does reveal the ancient truth that lies within 
each and everyone of us and the unbroken 
line that connects us with our individual 
past. 

My particular genetic analysis on the 
male side can be used as an illustration of 
the distribution of the paternal clans in 
Scotland. The clan of Oisin, the 
predominant male print in the Isles, 
accounts for 73% of Scottish males. In 
Argyll, Grampian and the Borders the 
figures stand at 81%, 83% and 78% 
respectively. In contrast with these high 
values the Viking clan of Sigurd reveals 
itself in these regions as 7.5%, 2.4%, and 
3.1%. The all - Scotland Sigurd total is 8.8% 
with the closely allied Wodan tribe rising to 
15.4%. When one reads that in the 
Northern Isles 76.8% of males owe genetic 
allegiance to Sigurd and Wodan one realises 
how localised the Scandinavian 
penetrations of Scotland actually were. 

No examination of the genetic 
archaeology of Scotland would be worth its 
salt if mention had not been made of the 
colonisation of western Scotland by the 
Dalriadan Celts who had suffered defeat at 
the hands of the rival kingdom of the 
O’Neill. This event resulted in the 
replacement of the P Gaelic language of the 
Piets with the Q Gaelic of the Irish and the 
ultimate overlordship of the Gaelic 
Kenneth MacAlpine in 843, this latter 
leading to the eventual unification of the 
Scottish kingdom. The Irish, by contrast, 
remained a people of separate, petty, 
warring kingdoms, a fact which has defined 
their history to the present day. 

Professor Sykes in his earlier work 
Adam’s Curse related the fascinating account 
of the Somerled gene and the chiefly 
apportioning of attractive females to 
himself and his immediate family. Until 
1746 this strictly patriarchal practice 
continued in Highland Gaelic society 
leaving recognisable physical imprints to 
this very day on many of those of Highland 
Scottish extraction. 

We are left in no doubt that the genetic 
evidence points clearly to an underlying 
connection between the Gaels of Dalriada 
in the west and the Piets of Fife, Tayside 
and Grampian. 

Scotland is revealed as a whole as being 
possessed of a basic Iberian Celtic/Pictish 
stock with a substantial arc of Viking 
inheritance stretching from the Northern 
Isles via the north coast through the 
Western Isles and tapering off in Argyll. 

WALES 

Exploration of the DNA pattern of the 
Welsh people does not reveal any significant 



differences from those of the Scots and the 
Irish. The Scots parade a 45% presence of 
the Helena gene, the Welsh a 46% presence. 
The ancient female line of Ursula is 
represented in Wales at 10.8, in Scotland 
8.4. The more recently arrived Neolithic 
clan of agriculturalists does show a slightly 
greater disparity with a Welsh reading of 
8.8 and a Scottish equivalent of 13.4. There 
is a marked continuity between Wales and 
Ireland and Grampian in Scotland in the 
other mitochondrial lines. 

Of Viking Y chromosomes Professor 
Sykes’ scrutiny found only the barest trace 
in Welsh males. The omnipresent Oisin Y 
chromosome is at its highest point of 86% 
outside Ireland and the Atlantis variant of 
this gene bespeaks a relationship with the 
Basques of northern Spain and Pyrenean 
France. 

The examination of the genetic 
archaeology of the Welsh reveals what we 
are continually reminded of by the Sykesian 
research in that the British peoples are an 
ancient blend of similar blood. 

THE ENGLISH 

Professor Sykes concludes Blood of the Isles 
with a historical review of the inhabitants 
of what is now called England from those 
who first colonised the Isles from Europe 
travelling over the land bridge some 12000 
years ago. From the Mesolithic hunters he 
passes to the Neolithic agriculturalists and 
the slow changes wrought by the new 
modes of cropping and animal husbandry. 
He traces the progression from bronze to 
iron usage and brings us to the Roman 
Occupation. All the salient characters are 
present from Queen Boudicca, Caractacus, 
Hadrian, Antonine and Tacitus. He ponders 
the effect of the genetic losses as a result of 
Boudicca’s defeat and that of Mons 
Graupius in Scotland. The respective 
slaughters, he calculates, would reduce the 


diversity of the surviving population by 
reason of a smaller number of fathers siring 
multiple children. He ascribes little 
significance genetically to the Roman 
Occupation the great majority of whose 
soldiers belonged to kindred European 
clans, and such exotic mitochondrial traces 
as he has located in the south of England he 
apportions to the existence through the 
generations of female Roman slaves. The 
600 or so years from the departure of the 
Romans to the Norman Conquest were 
critical in the formation of the English 
people seeing as they did the Anglo Saxon, 
Danish and Norman Invasions. 

By reason of its disturbed history 
England presents the most mixed of any of 
the regions of the Isles. The clan of Helena, 
ever present in the Isles, is high, 43% in East 
Anglia and 47% in the north of England. 
The descendants of the Neolithic 
agriculturalists, the Jasmine clan, are 
represented in England by two branches, 
one which has come to England by the 
overland European route, the other 
bifurcation coming by the ocean route from 
the Balkans via Iberia, and the French 
coast. There is in the mitochondrial 
situation in England a marked increase of 
lesser clans Wanda, Zenia and Ulrike, now 
recognised by Professor Sykes as the 
“eighth” daughter of Eve. This latter clan is 
very common in Scandinavia and clearly 
has Viking roots. Like the Viking female 
descent in the Northern Isles the evidence 
of Ulrike’s and Wanda’s descendants in 
England indicates female immigration from 
the east and it is noteworthy that similar 
intrusions do not occur in the north and 
west of the Isles. 

The male picture is widely different 
from that evidenced in the other regions of 
the Isles. The clan of Oisin, preponderant in 
Ireland, Scotland and Wales, falls to a low 
of 51% in East Anglia. The clan of Wodan 
is at its highest proportion in East Anglia. 


BRYAN SYKES 
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Viking Sigurds there are aplenty in the 
north of England and in southern and 
central England Wodans and Sigurds 
abound. 

A few quotations from the concluding 
chapter of Blood of the Isles is in order so 
that the readers and the critics of this article 
may be in no doubt about the depth and 
precision of the work of Professor Bryan 
Sykes and his indefatigable teams. A 
reviewer is bound to impart a measure of 
the subjective into his work, as Professor 
Sykes for example, commented upon the 
groundbreaking work of Dr. John Beddoe. 
The following quotes are in my view 
memorable and in their zest and clarity well 
worthy of repetition in the discussions 
which must follow the reading of this 
exceptional book: 

“The matrilineal history of the Isles is 
both ancient and continuous. I see no 
reason at all from the results why many of 
our maternal lineages should not go right 
back through the millennia to the very first 
Palaeolithic and Mesolithic settlers who 
reached our islands around 10,000 years 
ago.” 

“One myth that the genetic evidence 
certainly does not support is the relic nature 
of the Piets. Their ancestors, just like the 
rest of the people of the Isles, have been 
there a very long time, but they are from the 
same basic stock. They are from the same 
mixture of Iberian and European 
Mesolithic ancestry that forms the 
Pictish/Celtic substructure of the Isles. It is 
very clear from the 


Norway during the Viking period and the 
ancestors of roughly 40 per cent of today’s 
Shetlanders and 30 per cent of modern 
Orcadians first stepped ashore from a 
Viking ship. The second overlay is in 
eastern and northern England, above the 
Danelaw line which ran from London to 
Chester. Above that line and particularly in 
the east, there are clear signals of female 
settlement overlying the Celtic substratum 
As we have already touched on, it is very 
difficult to distinguish Saxon, Dane and 
Norman on a genetic basis, since they are 
all from the same Germanic/Scandinavian 
origins.” 

But what about the men? “The clan of 
Oisin still predominates in every part of 
England, but the bedrock is substantially 
overlaid in the east. I estimate that 
approximately 10% of men living in the 
south of England are the patrilineal 
descendants of Saxons or Danes, while 
above the Danelaw line the proportion 
increases to 15 per cent overall, reaching 20 
percent in East Anglia.” 

“Overall the genetic structure of the 
Isles is stubbornly Celtic, if by that we 
mean descent from people who were here 
before the Romans and who spoke a Celtic 
language. Whatever we may feel about 
ourselves and about each other, we are 
genetically rooted in a Celtic past. The 
Irish, the Welsh and the Scots know this, 
but the English sometimes think otherwise. 
But, just a little way beneath the surface the 
strands of ancestry weave us all together as 
the children of a common past.” 


defining statement of what it is to be 
British. 

In the first place Blood of the Isles lays to 
rest at one stroke the fallacy that it is open 
to anyone to be British. 

The essence of our British nationalism 
lies exclusively in our blood. What that 
blood signifies has been revealed in strictly 
scientific terms by Professor Bryan Sykes in 
his analyses and interpretations of 
thousands of genetic samples taken 
throughout the British Isles and the 
Republic of Ireland. With one whiff of 
grapeshot the anti-natural, egalitarian social 
engineering which has dominated 
anthropology for more than half a century 
is riddled with holes. 

What Blood of the Isles shows crystal 
clear is that the fiction of “civic” 
nationalism is arrant nonsense in terms of 
facts and pernicious politics in terms of 
intent. 

As the Duke of Wellington said “Being 
born in a stable does not make one a horse” 
Britishness is chromosomal not residential. 

By the very nature of scientific enquiry 
the defining truth of genetic archaeology 
expressed in Blood of the Isles will not stop 
with the conclusions arrived at there. The 
edge of discovery is ever shifting. What 
Charles Darwin in the Origin of Species 
began is being pursued by scientists like 
Professor Sykes and as human genetics now 
advances untrammelled by the discredited 
restrictions of liberal, post Marxist political 
dogma, deeper insights yet will be obtained 
into our racial origins and the profound 



genetic evidence that 


there is no 


fundamental genetic 


difference between 


Piet and Celt 


This ancient 


matrilineal bedrock has been 


overlain to any substantial extent 


in only two places. In Orkney 


and Shetland there was a large 


settlement of women from 
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differences which are at the root of human 
individuality. 


The works of Professor Bryan Sykes 
reviewed above. 

The Seven Daughters of Eve: Corgi 
k Books originally published in 
\ Great Britain 

By Bantam Press 2001. 

^ Adam’s Curse: Bantam 
Press 2003. 

Blood of the Isles: 
W Bantam Press 
■L 2006. 


The three books reviewed are of 


crucial importance today, 
particularly Blood of the 
Isles , being as it is a 
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Political Satire 



P icture the setting: The opening night of HMS Pinafore, 

where the Savoy theatre is packed with the glitterati of the 
day, including the Prime Minister Mr. Disraeli. 

Disraeli, along with the rest of the audience, is enjoying the 
show, until on stage a barge is seen to be approaching HMS 
Pinafore. From it steps Sir Joseph Porter; First Lord of the 
Admiralty. Sir Joseph himself has risen from humble beginnings 
to gain his office by political acumen, despite having never gone 
to sea! Sir Joseph introduces himself in an impressive song: Ruler 
of the Queen’s Navee. 

I grew so rich that I was sent 
By a Pocket Borough to Parliament 
I always voted at my party’s call , 

And I never thought of thinking for myself at all 
I thought so little , they rewarded me 
By making me the Ruler of the Queen’s Navee! 

At this point, on the verge of an epileptic fit, Mr. Disraeli storms 
out of the theatre. The cheers of the audience echo behind him. 

The song was a satirical ‘take-off by Gilbert of the newly 
appointed First Sea Lord, William H. Smith, who suffered a lack 
of familiarity with the ocean being the only First Sea Lord never 
to have served in the Royal Navy. 

In fact, it was because the characterisation of Admiral Sir 
Joseph Porter was so close to Disraeli’s First Lord of the 
Admiralty, W. H. Smith, that Gilbert’s knighthood was delayed 
for twenty years. 

By now you will be asking yourself what has HMS Pinafore 
to do with present day politics. Is this article a covert plug for the 
D’Oyle Carte Opera company? 

There is a parallel, and it is the fact that our New Labour 
government has involved Britain in wars in Iraqi and Afghanistan. 
They are sending our young soldiers out to war badly equipped 
and unprepared, many of them will not be coming back. Yet, for 
the first time in Britain’s history not one member of the British 


B Terry Savage, an aficionado of Gilbert and 
Sullivan operas, gives us another example of 
Gilbert's delight in liberally sprinkling his operas 
with political satire. Importantly, he also shows its 
parallel with the political shenanigans of today in 
relation to the Middle East. 


Government has served in Her Majesty’s armed forces. Two Jags 
being the only minister to have gone to sea and that was only as a 
steward on a cross channel ferry. 

Why have Blair and his fellow Warlords, many like himself a 
former pacifist, invaded these two countries? Blair told us it was 
because of weapons of mass destruction: this turned out to be a 
blatant lie. The reason for invading Afghanistan, we were told, 
was to overthrow the Taliban government. Their government may 
have gone, but the Taliban certainly have not. So what’s in it for 
Britain or for that matter themselves? For the British it means 
higher taxes, the loss of loved ones, a worsening of race relations. 
For them, it remains to be seen. However, oil would appear to be 
the prize. 

Iraq has the world’s second largest proven oil reserves. 
According to oil industry experts, new exploration will probably 
raise Iraq’s reserves to 200+ billion barrels of cheap-to-produce 
high-grade crude, 

The four main oil companies located in the US and the UK 
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have long wished to get back into Iraq, from which they were 
excluded by the nationalisation of 1972. But UN sanctions (kept 
in place by the US and the UK) kept those contracts inoperable. 
Since the invasion and occupation of Iraq in 2003, this has 
changed. 

With Washington now in control, ‘friendly’ companies expect 
to gain most of the lucrative oil deals that will be worth hundreds 
of billions of dollars in profits in the coming decades. The new 
Iraqi constitution of 2005, greatly influenced by US advisors, 
contains language that guarantees a major role for foreign 
companies. 

Negotiators hope to complete deals on Production Sharing 
Agreements that will give the companies control over dozens of 
fields, including the fabled super-giant Majnoon. 

OIL THROUGH IRAN? 

Why invade Afghanistan? It would appear that to the north of 
Afghanistan is one of the wealthiest oil fields in the world on the 
Eastern Shore of the Caspian Sea in the new republics of the 
former Soviet Union. American oil companies are involved in an 
oil boom larger than any in the last 40 years in this region. Untold 
wealth is at stake depending on getting the oil out of the 
landlocked region through a warm water port. 

The simplest and cheapest route is through Iran. It is the route 
favoured by all oil companies, because it involves building a short 
pipeline and transhipping the oil through the existing Iranian 
petroleum network. 

The US Government has such massive antipathy to Iran that 
it is willing to do anything to prevent this from happening. One 
alternate route would be through Afghanistan and Pakistan. The 
difficulty is in securing the agreement of the powers that be in 
Afghanistan. Annexation would appear to be the American 
answer to this problem. Alternatively, if Bush and Blair thought 
they could get away with it, a regime change in Iran would also be 
an answer to the problem. Hence the current sabre rattling against 
Iran. 

Once again Liberal Democracy showing its true colours: 
Pacifists turned War Lords, to ensure that Global Capitalist get 
rich on the blood of young British and American troops, not to 
mention hundreds of thousands of Iraqi and Afghan men, women 
and children. 

Returning to Gilbert and Sullivan, Gilbert’s talent for political 
satire would have run riot portraying the perfidious actions of 



Bush and Blair and their henchmen. 

No doubt if Blair had been present on the first night of The 
Pirates of Penzance, he too would have stormed out of the 
theatre, on hearing the words to the Modern Major General, 
assuming that it was a reference to him as an Armchair War Lord. 

When I have learnt what progress has been made in modern gunnery 
When I know no more of tactics than a novice in a nunnery 
In short , when I’ve a smattering of elemental strategy 
You 'll say a better Major-General had never sat a gee 

Gilbert & Sullivan would, in all probability, have ended up in the 
Tower. 



now under new management, due to this please send all 
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The Effectiveness of 
Voting BNP 

The fallout from junior 
minister Margaret Hodge’s 
theft of part of BNP policy 
in suggesting that native 
families should be given 
housing priority over 
immigrants, has been 
most revealing. One 
could be forgiven for f 
believing that this 
former immigrant 
born in Egypt as 
Margaret 
Oppenheimer, has 
moved a long way since she was 
the ‘chair’ of Islington Borough Council in 
1982 and reflected her Marxist views by flying the red 
flag over the town hall. But her critics, including those on the left, 
saw that there was little real political change and that her original 
comments to The Observer were those of a hypocrite, and not just 
because she happens to own three houses. 

As most Identity readers will know, her Parliamentary seat is 
Barking, in East London, which has a strong BNP vote -12 BNP 
councillors are the official opposition on Dagenham and Barking 
Council. This was the reason for her appearing to put native born 
families first; her concern that she could lose her seat to the BNP. 

The most important message to come out of it, of course, is 
that if your area gives substantial votes to the BNP your council 
will stop giving houses to immigrants. I hope our party activists 
will take this on board as an answer to those who say: “We agree 
with the BNP but it will have no effect if we vote for you.” And 
you can add that Labour Party chairman Hazel Blears also 
responded to the BNP electoral threat in towns and inner cities by 
supporting Margaret Hodge and agreeing that there was a need 
“to tackle these tough issues.” 

Most Labour party colleagues who made comment on 
Margaret Hodge’s efforts to hold her seat were very critical. Ken 
Livingstone (who can only remain London mayor by the 
immigrant vote) said her outburst would be “catastrophic for 
community relations”, while Labour MP Diane Abbott tabled a 
Commons motion condemning her remarks. She made the 
revealing comment: “This is supposed to be a Labour 
government, so why are some ministers allowing the BNP to 
dictate our policies?” 

Keith Vaz, who is of Indian origin and Labour’s former 
European minister, supported Ms Abbott. He expressed “regret at 
the honourable member for Barking’s recent call to give British 
people housing priority over immigrants.” The two were also 
supported by Jon Cruddas, the labour deputy leadership hopeful, 
MP for Dagenham and a leading BNP critic and witch-hunter of 
‘racists’. 

And what of the Tory Cameroons? Dave the leader responded 
by cautioning MPs against “pouring out of their surgeries” and 
adding to the debate on immigration after listening to complaints 
from constituents which could be “based upon rumour and 
inaccuracies.” 

The same day that I read that (May 22 nd ), the newspaper once 
known as the “Torygraph” carried an article by a regular 
columnist Andrew O’Hagan headed “Shame on you, Margaret 
Hodge.” He must obviously be a Cameron supporter with the 
following comment, which sums up the general approach of his 
article: “What a terrible smallness she exudes in her estimation of 
how we as a society should deal with our neediest inhabitants. No 
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matter how they come to be on these islands, by 
birth or by boat, if they are legitimately here, then we 
should find a way to raise ourselves to a show of 
decency and hospitality.” 

For the record, Andrew O’Hagan, is a novelist and a 
former writer for The Guardian , where one would expect 
him to be more at home. Perhaps his concern for 
immigrants is reflected in his being a UNICEF UK 
Ambassador and a UNICEF Children and AIDS advisor 
for Eastern Southern Africa. The Daily Telegraph of late 
does have some rather left-wing writers. I have still not got 
over the shock two months ago when they commissioned 
the Marxist, second-rate guitar plucking singer Billy Bragg to 
write an article on the meaning of patriotism. It was like 
asking King Herod to do a piece on the welfare of small boys. 


Grammar Schools Should Be Part Of An Educational 
Choice 

Having delivered another insult to former Tory voters worried 
about the effects of immigration, tireless and tieless Dave has now 
launched a broadside against those erstwhile voters who support 
grammar schools, including telling them that they are 
“delusional”. Again following much of the Blairite agenda, 
Cameron has made it clear that a Tory government would not add 
to the remaining grammar schools. A number of Tory MPs fear 
that he would even undermine support for the 164 that still exist. 

The shadow education secretary, David Willetts, is a former 
grammar school boy, as is David Davis, but David Cameron is 
one of many leading Conservatives who either went to Eton or 
other private education establishments. The BNP would not 
abolish such private education, but support other systems that will 
give our youth the opportunity to develop their full potential, 
irrespective of the disposable income of their parents. This must 
include grammar schools and therefore they should be available in 
city areas as well as in the more affluent parts of Kent or 
Manchester, as at present. This has long been in our election 
manifesto. We believe that grammar schools are the best way of 
allowing social mobility and a genuine meritocracy. Regardless of 
socio-economic status and parental income, grammar schools 
allow the brightest and keenest children of working class and 
lower middles class parents, as well as others, to excel in academic 
studies. This would, of course, mean reintroducing an eleven plus 
examination, but we recommend a retest at 13 for the “slower 
developer.” 

The Conservatives under 
Cameron, together with the Lib- 
Dems, now favour Blair’s City 
Academies, which David Willets 
argues have shown they can offer 
chances to “academically able 
pupils from deprived 
backgrounds”. Now we have the 
hub of the matter as far as the 
Cameroons are concerned. 

“Deprived backgrounds” in this 
context is doublespeak for 
“ethnic minorities” but can be 
dressed up to include “poor 
whites”. It is part of the 
tactics to compete with 
Labour and the Lib-Dems 
over the middle ground 
where the party that can 
gain most of the all- 
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important ethnic vote (now at least 10% of the total) gains power. 
And power, as Blair has shown, is far more important than any 
political principles. 

Blair’s large City Academies have so far lacked any success 
but have scooped up money that should have been spent in 
improving the mainly smaller existing comprehensives and on a 
massive expansion of the Grammar Schools network. We should 
also extend the use of streaming and setting, with smaller classes, 
in the comprehensives to allow even more pupils to develop their 
abilities without the dominating presence of their disruptive peers. 
Added to this, it is urgent that we should return to developing 
technical schools. 

There is little point in moaning because building and other 
industries are happy to employ Polish carpenters, plumbers, 
electricians, etc, when a diminishing number of our young people 
lack any of these skills. Mainly for this reason over half a million 
British 18-24 year olds are out of work. More technical schools 
and colleges would alleviate this considerably. This has the 
support of the British Chambers of Commerce, a leading 
representative of small businesses, who only last month urged the 
government that immigration is not the long-term answer to 
tackle the “tragic skills shortage that many young British people 
have.” 


“Immigration Figures Are Not Fit For Purpose” 

It is difficult to get away from the subject of immigration unless, 
of course, you are a political ostrich with an enhanced ability for 
burying your head in the sand. It was also revealed last month 
that council leaders around the country have complained that 
official statistics underestimate the number of immigrants in their 
areas. According to the Daily Telegraph , 15.05.07, Richard Stokes, 
leader of Slough Council said: “The figures just do not add up. 
Official migration statistics are not fit for purpose.” 

The official figures from the Office for National Statistics 
suggest the town’s population is falling and that Slough has the 
second largest decreasing population in the country. However, the 
Council presented increasing birth rate figures, numbers of 
households paying council tax, and even measurement of the 
town's sewage flow, to show that in fact Slough has the ninth 
fastest population increase in the country! 

Similar evidence came from the London boroughs of 
Westminster, Kensington and Chelsea, Hammersmith, and 
Fulham, whose leaders said that the new method (the word 
‘fiddle’ springs to mind) of calculating immigration does not 
“remotely” represent the true picture. 

The concern shown by the Councils is because they receive 
around £600 for every person in the borough from central 
government. The miscalculation could lead to a council tax rise of 
£27 a head. 

Liam Byrne, the Home Office Minister, responded to this by 
saying that while there were problems, “the advantages of 
Immigration should also be taken into account”. These alleged 
advantages now include the new mythical figure that immigrants 
were contributing £125 billion (yes, ‘billion’) a year equivalent to 
10% of total GDP. 

This lie was later echoed by Tony Blair’s Downing Street 
spokesman. 

Sir Andrew Green of Migrationwatch said the claim was 
“ludicrously misleading”. He added: “On a per capita basis the 
actual benefit to the native population is about 50p a week.” And 
as we have said before, this 50p is provided by European and 
American high-flyers in the City of London, not by African or 
Pakistani peasants. 


Radical Muslims Should Be Asked To Leave 

The recent warning by the former Metropolitan Police 


Commissioner that up to 4,000 terrorism suspects and their 
supporters are active in Britain, explains why three associates of 
the fertiliser bomb plotters were able to go on the run after 
breaching anti-terrorism control orders. There is just no room to 
hold 4,000 suspects in custody, even if the plethora of Human 
Rights lawyers would allow it. 

One answer is to adopt the non-prevaricating attitude of 
Australia’s Primer Minister, John Howard, and some of his other 
ministers. Muslims who want to live under Islamic Sharia law 
have been told to get out of Australia, as its government targeted 
radicals in a bid to head off potential terror attacks. John Howard 
has apparently angered some Muslims in Australia by saying he 
supported spy agencies monitoring the nation’s mosques. 

Treasurer Peter Costello, seen as heir apparent to Howard, 
hinted that some radical clerics could be asked to leave the 
country if they did not accept that Australia was a secular state, 
and its laws were made by parliament. “If those are not your 
values, if you want a country which has Shari law or a theocratic 
state, then Australia is not for you”, he said on national television. 
Education Minister Brendan Nelson later told reporters that 
Muslims who did not want to accept local values should “clear 
off”. Can you imagine any of the Lib-Lab-Con gang using such 
outspoken Aussi language? 


Tebbit Scorns the 
BBC’s IRA Love-in 

I must confess to 
having a certain respect 
for Lord (Norman) 

Tebbit - which does 
not make me a closet 
Tory. Typically, he 
accused the BBC of 
“debased standards” f 
after it invited him f 
to take part in a 
programme with 
the man who 
planted a bomb at 
the Grand Hotel 
in Brighton 23 
years ago, which 
left his wife 
paralysed and 
killed five of his 
Conservative party - ^ 

colleagues. 

The bomber, Patrick Magee, was given several life 
sentences but was soon sprung from jail, said Lord Tebitt, 
“alongside a host of his fellow killers during the remorseless 
appeasement of IRA/Sinn Fein by Mo Mowlem and Tony Blair.” 

The Radio 4 programme in which Magee appeared was called 
The Reunion. Lord Tebbit commented that “it sounds nice enough, 
rather like Friends Reunited on the internet. Perhaps only the 
BBC could envisage uniting a killer with the daughter of one of 
his victims, my friend Tony Berry, and one of those who escaped, 
Harvey Thomas.” 

He added: “What a pity Dr Harold Shipmen is dead. Putting 
him back in his surgery for consultation with the families of those 
he killed and a survivor or two of his medications would have 
such a contribution to the BBC’s mission to inform and 
entertain.” 

Bringing us up to date, in an article on the matter in the Daily 
Telegraph , he wrote: “In the meantime I suppose we must be 
grateful that the July London bombers killed themselves. At least 
the BBC will not be able to arrange a reunion programme for 
them with their victims.” 

Norman Tebbit at his best! 
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LETTER OF THE MONTH 


» Support Grows for the BNP 


I recently attended a 


meeting of the 
British National 
Party in Melton. 
A crowd of 


Melton Times 


more than 80 
listened to a talk 

about crime and lawlessness, the decline of manufacturing in Britain, which used to be 
the workshop of the world, the increase in foreign imports, and the overcrowding of 
these islands by uncontrolled immigration. 

It was obvious a lot of local people are concerned with the way this country is being 
governed. The general consensus was that the three main political parties no longer 
represent the British majority. A lot of people left the meeting pledging their support for 
the BNP. 

It was certainly an eye-opener that this political party was gaining so much backing 
that night. 


Keith Addison 
Melton, Leics 


This letter was originally published in the Melton Times. It was chosen by the Editor as Letter 
of the Month and the author receives a year’s subscription to Identity. When submitting a 
published letter please attach a copy of the newspaper’s masthead. 


BY SUZANNE SI 


There will be many who try and understand 
why we did not make huge gains in the 
recent election and some will make the 
mistake of putting it down to image 
problems or our lack of coffee-coloured 
members. I agree that our image can always 
be improved upon, but the media and the 
government will always smear us because 
they fear us. Not because we are ‘racist’ but 
because we have the potential to halt their 
corrupt gravy train ride and show up the 
New World Order of global capitalism for 
the hideous and slave making ideology that 
it really is. 

There are two factors which will equal 
nationalist success: 

1. Hard work by our activists. This is not a 
problem to those who worked their socks 
off in the recent campaign, although more 
can always be done, of course, by more 
people. 

2. A Social Change that hits voters in their 
pockets. The amount of change required 
politically is in direct relation to the change 
people feel they need. As long as the 
electorate can close their front door, eat a 


good meal, watch satellite TV, buy nice 
clothes and so on, they will not feel it 
necessary for a political revolution. 

Within the next decade or two, the debt 
crisis, fuel crisis, increase in crime and 
disorder and a myriad of other problems 
will hit the people of Britain like a 
bombshell. Then our hard work will pay off. 
It will come quickly, so the most important 
thing to do in the next few years is: 

1. To expand geographically. 

2. Educate our membership so they 
understand the philosophy of Nationalism. 

3. To build our Party infrastructure to cope 
with almost overnight success, which of 
course is very dependent on financial 
support. 


Phil Reddall 
Worcestershire 



e Cope With 
nt Flood? 




Latest statistics show it will take at least a 
thousand years to deport the enormous 
backlog of failed asylum seekers at the 
Government’s present feeble rate. On top of 
that, almost a million immigrants have 


landed here from the enlarged EU, but that 
does not include partners, children or the 
self-employed, who the Government doesn't 
even bother to count. 

Where will they all live or work after 
the next wave of even more desperate 
people is allowed to displace them? After 
just 12 months in the UK, all their children 
and other dependants will enjoy full benefit 
entitlements! With social housing provision, 
school places, the NHS and state pension 
funding in permanent crisis, we cannot look 
after our own people properly, so how can 
we cater for all of them? 

Hard decisions about the 1951 UN 
Convention, EU Membership, etc are 
urgently needed, but will Labour, or the 
Tories and the Lib-Dems, do anything 
constructive? Of course not, because they 
are all now beholden to the ethnic minority 
vote in too many constituencies. Only the 
BNP can give our people the answers they 
need in the long run. 


D.S.Boyes 

Leeds 



If the BNP is ever anywhere near achieving 
political power, then the East European 
migrant workers will have ceased to be an 
issue. Long before then the East European 
economies will have drawn level with or 
overtaken that of Britain and the migrant 
flow will have reversed. Many of those 
currently moaning that “Poles are taking 
our jobs”, would themselves work abroad 
for a higher wage than they are getting in 
Britain. A touch of hypocrisy? 

As John Bean said, the number of 
Europeans coming into Britain account for 
only 12% of the total immigrants. The 
gutter press does not say too much about 
the far greater number of non-whites 
coming here, not to mention the millions of 
non-whites born here, as that would be seen 
as racist. Being white, the East Europeans 
are fair game for vilification by the gutter 
press. 

The growing economic might of Russia 
(already manifest in Europe’s heavy 
dependence on its oil and natural gas) will 
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Readers’ Letters 


also draw East Europeans away from 
Britain. Decadent America is on borrowed 
time (America for La Raza, Gringo!) and 
Russia will inevitably rise to become the 
richest, most powerful of the white nations. 
Remember, as a nation of White 
immigrants (Celts, Anglo-Saxons, Vikings, 
Huguenots), after 1945 Britain absorbed 
250,000 Poles, plus Balts and then 
Hungarians after 1956. 


Sviatoslav Novak 
Durham 


In essence we agree with much of what Mr 
Novak says. However, the flood of East 
Europeans, no matter how close they may be to 
us, brings pressure on all aspects of the 
infrastructure of Britain and is exploited by 
certain employers to hold down wages.- Editor. 



Good Election Result 


One or two people I work with and socialise 
with in the pub have said they thought that 
the BNP took a knock-back in May’s local 
elections and those in Scotland and Wales. 
Most of them revised their viewpoint when 
I told them that although we lost eight 
Councillors, we gained ten, plus another 
score or so as Parish or Town Councillors. 
This was not a set-back: it was a further step 
forward, even if not such a giant step as last 
year. 

The doubters I mentioned were 
somewhat surprised to hear that the BNP 
only needed another 2,000 odd votes to 
have a member of the Welsh Assembly and 
that fighting in only about 10 % of the 
Council seats in England we picked up over 
300,000 votes, nearly 15%. As they all said 
that they had not seen this in any of their 
papers, I pointed out that this was because 
the old parties those papers support know 
only too well that the BNP has shown that 
it is an increasing threat to their rule: a 
threat that UKIP, who did take a knock- 
back, no longer presents. 


Peter Tomlinson 
London S.W. 



Three Main Races 
Of Modern Man 


I have just returned from China where facts 
of truly seismic proportions have been 
discretely published. New scientific 
evidence confirms what we all felt “in our 
bones” but could not prove: that we really 
are not all the same sub-species. 

The politically correct dogma is that 
primitive man evolved in Africa into one 
species of modern man, Homo Sapiens 
Sapiens, which then spread into Europe and 
Asia. Some scientists and many observant 
lay people have questioned this assumption. 
Common sense suggests that the three main 
races of modern man are in fact sub-species 


which evolved separately from a common 
ancestor and in the case of Caucasians and 
Mongoloids this was after that ancestor had 
left Africa. Until now, there has been little 
evidence to back up this counter argument. 

The English language newspaper China 
Daily of 3 April 2007 reports the discovery 
of 34 human bones, including a jaw in a 
cave at Tianyuan 50km southwest of 
Beijing. The find is remarkable because the 
bones show a mixture of both archaic 
African features and modern human ones. 
Hence the individual concerned was of a 
mixed parentage and there must have been 
both modern humans and archaic ones co¬ 
existing at that time in China, some 40,000 
years ago. 

The Tianyuan find is very strong 
evidence for a multi-regional development 
of man in which Homo erectus populations 
evolved into modern man in many regions 
and these groups later bred with each other 
and with groups which emigrated from 
Africa. The implications of these findings 
are so devastating to the ideology of 
multiculturalism that it is of little surprise 
that the research was not widely reported 
here. If your neighbour really is a different 
sub-species from you, what does this say 
about ideas of racial equality, bio-diversity 
and mixed race marriages? 

The report can still be viewed on line at 
http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/cndy/2007- 
04/03/content_842078.htm 

Geraldine Mandering 
e-mail 
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Global Warming 


The expiring Labour government is no 
stranger to dodgy dossiers and the recent 
Stern Report on global warming has all the 
fingerprints of insidious body smeared over 
it. 

Stern is an economist and as head of 
that department in the present government 
was very much in Blair’s pocket. To give 
any impression of impartiality to a report 
of such magnitude, the spokesman and 
moderator should have been drawn from 
the ranks of world class meteorologists. 
Stern apparently disclosed that at the outset 
of the enquiry that he “wasn’t really sure 
what the greenhouse effect was.” 

The Stern Report categorically states 
that global warming has been 
unprecedented over the last thousand years. 
How then do the reporters account for the 
fact that about the year 1,000 AD the 
Greenland Vikings were growing hay and 
rhubarb in that now icebound land mass? 
The Romans grew grapes for wine in 
northern Britain. Medieval Europe is 
variously recorded as being warmer than 
the Europe of today. In the 17 th century the 
Thames was often so hard frozen that 
Londoners enjoyed Frost Fairs with the 
roasting of oxen midstream. 
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The truths of the matter is that climate 
fluctuates, over the short term a 
millennium, and over the long term a 
million years. Let’s have a bit of healthy 
skepticism about the liberal-left’s latest 
crusade. 


Alastair Harper 
Dunfermline 
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So, General Electric of the USA are bidding 
for the lucrative contract to build our new 
generation of nuclear power stations. They 
can obviously smell the money already. 
Other bidders may include Westinghouse, 
which the government recently sold to the 
Japanese. 

Why oh why did the government sell 
Westinghouse just prior to a massive 
expansion in UK nuclear power 
construction? Is this yet another sell-off at 
the bottom of the market, just like Gordon 
Brown’s ill-judged and ruinous sell-off of 
our gold reserves? Is the Enron-type 
Chancellor in No 11 (soon to move to No 
10 top spot) determined to bankrupt the 
nation? 


Ralph Ellis 
Cheshire 


Overpopulation 

When I was at school in the late fifties and 
early sixties we were told that the UK 
population had reached 50 million and that 
our country was now overpopulated. It had 
previously hovered around 47 to 49 million 
for a decade or more, a perfect figure. We 
could cope with 50 million, so we were told 
to limit ourselves to two child families, 
which most of us did. 

We now have over 60 million, and on 
our way to 70 million by 2020. This is 
absolute madness. 

When the population of our country is 
out of control, as it is now, it is not ‘racism’ 
when someone tries to address the problem. 
It is called being practical, sensible, realistic, 
patriotic and wise enough to see what is 
right and what is wrong for the country. 
What is good or clever about importing 
other countries problems into our own, 
when we can’t solve our own existing 
problems? If the clowns who have put us in 
this situation want to use the word ‘racist’ 
for those who say “enough”, then racist it 
is. Racist against their own people. 
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The New Elites are 





Q David Hamilton exposes the “New Elites” who are 
degrading the young working class, based on some 
personal observations of Birmingham night life. 


wap 

BP 




T he aristocratic elites of the past tried to bring up the 

quality of life of colonial peoples, but the new elites, who 
grew out of the new left of the 1960s, prefer to bring us 
down, while treating aliens as superior. The Discrimination Act of 
1975 advises people not to use degrading language of certain 
selected groups. But our modern elites continually degrade 
working-class people and our young. They mock them as ‘Chavs.’ 

The streets of entertainment are areas of drunkenness where 
our young people lose control and are vulnerable to any who 
would prey on them. Our people rarely see themselves portrayed 
in a positive light in adverts 
or on TV, only dark people 
who look 
Mediterranean but 
rarely with English 
features unless they 
are advertising our 
women as 

whores to the j 
rest of the 
world. We 
are not 



supposed to identify with ourselves. The new elites need 
have no conscience about bringing immigrants here to 
take our jobs by undercutting wages and pushing us out 
of our communities if they think of us as worthless. 

The television programme makers are the same 
sort of people as they have always been and on the 
look out for something for viewers to laugh 
at. Only we are now the targets and are 
having this done to us in front of the rest 
of the world. Our young are always 
shown as hopeless. 

Everything is used as social 
engineering. It is not put into words but 
conveyed by images which are read as 
body language and semi-conscious 
messages. Whites are presented as fat, 
over weight, while ethnics are bright 
and clean. In How Clean is Your House 
two women visit inadequate parents 
with children. They only show lower 
class white inadequates effing and 
blinding but never show an inadequate 
Muslim couple who cannot bring their 
children up. One of these programmes is 
shown in 47 countries! This sends the 
message to potential asylum seekers that we 
are inadequate and weak and they can come 
here and live at our expense, and that girls here 
are easy. 

LOSS OF CONTACT 

In this situation ordinary people lose contact with their 
civilisation and become disorientated, lost, suffer from 
bereavement and become depressed. Our English culture is 
still amenable to the elites but our manipulated young and 
I those from a de-culturalised background lose the 
emotional womb of community, and give up. They 
cannot take refuge in a smaller cultural world like the 
elites who live in large houses in smart areas of 
London, or beautiful English villages as country 
gentlemen. Ordinary people lose heart and, having 
nowhere to go, descend into vices and viciousness. 
They are no longer civilised and do not know how to 
behave. They become prey to amoral manipulators 
who use and exploit them. 

Do the elites do it out of guilt? No, guilt is 
■; remorse, you are sorry for what you have done 
and want to make amends. But our elites do 
not make amends by bringing immigrants into 
their own communities, they force them on us 







and criticise us for objecting. They are proxy masochists who 
make us suffer for them! The profession of guilt makes them feel 
virtuous it is an egocentric emotion. 

The papers devote many pages to the drugged and drunken 
antics of celebs and footballers while the celeb magazines and 
radio stations promote those who have appeared on reality TV 
programmes. They always show them leaving night clubs drunk 
and question whether they are wearing knickers or not. The 
people who make these programmes and write the magazines are 
educated and intelligent people so they must know what they are 
doing to our young people. I looked at the covers of two celeb 
magazines: one stated, “Posh is looking tired and stressed. Is it 
too much partying?” The other, “Britney and Paris’ wild night 



out.” We are being deprived of self worth in society and seeking it 
in drink and drugs. 

There is a trend in drinking amongst people as young as 10 - 
15. We see them all over the country in subways and on recreation 
grounds, schoolchildren drinking cans that they have often been 
sold by shopkeepers who would never allow their own children to 
drink alcohol If a society is producing alcoholics as young as that 
there is something seriously wrong. Our young people do not 
understand their loss of identity, the loss of the sense of who they 
are and loss of self-worth. What are the consequences? The 
degradation shows in their social lives when they try to escape 
from themselves. 

A young woman told me how she and her cousin got on one 
evening. “We were so drunk,” she said beaming. Two friends were 
“so drunk they couldn’t stand.” I asked if they like getting drunk. 
“It’s social” one replied; the other “It’s good fun.” They have 
methods for getting drunk quickly and cheaply like drinking 
glasses of water while drinking alcohol because it enables you to 
get drunk quicker.” There is also a trick of gulping air down while 


you drink. I asked who originates these ways of getting drunk 
quicker “Probably, the breweries”, she replied. They have been 
educated to see themselves as equal to men but in practice 
women’s vital organs are not as strong as men’s and they have a 
greater chance of liver and kidney damage as well as permanent 
brain damage. 

Children are selfish, but become civilised as they grow older 
and take responsibility for the world around them. This is 
becoming adult. However, our elites are preventing them from 
growing up and keeping them immature which is causing so much 
un-civilised behaviour. Bar owners and the drinks companies play 
on the weaker part of people’s nature rather as a sales scam would 
play on, say, someone’s greed, this plays on the need for fun and 
escape. It is preying on the young for money by their own people. 

I was in a fashionable high street bar recently where young 
people were drinking alcopop drinks that have pretty colours and 
fruity flavours like soft drinks but are about 6% alcohol. At the 
same time the hypnotic music pounds away disorientating 
them. There are often TV screens all around showing 
sport, pop groups or models on catwalks. This bar had 
a couple of bouncy castles upon which customers 
bounced gleefully, mindless that outside their 
bubbles of pleasure there is a dangerous, hostile 
world. A cool bar is an unreal world and like 
being in a dream. There is also the use of the 
hallucinatory effects of drugs in adverts. I saw 
an advert for vodka shots, which was a square of 
undulating shades of blue light. You do not see 
these colours by drinking vodka, gulps of air or 
not. You see this by taking ecstasy. 

On a normal evening you see young women 
collapsed on the pavements usually being 
attended by paramedics and often stretchered 
away. I saw one collapse recently and crack her 
head on the pavement and need treatment. Is 
that all this young woman is worth? They walk 
up to cars waiting at traffic lights and ask for 
lifts and often just open the door and get in. You 
see them staggering around the streets at 2 to 4 am 
lobbing their breasts out to stop passing cars for 
lifts. They are perfect victims for certain types of 
ethnics and asylum seekers who drive up and down 
the entertainment streets imitating private hire cars. A 
number must be raped every weekend and not know it, 
as many cannot remember how they got home. Later, they 
might need an abortion or find they are HIV-Positive! 

ARBITERS OF TASTE 

Pop stars are arbiters of taste and behaviour and must take 
personal responsibility for the harm they have done to young 
people by creating degenerate images to make themselves 
millions. Young people identify with them and are beguiled by 
their rebellious and exciting images while in reality they live in a 
different world; in mansions, employ gardeners, maids, cooks and 
butlers and send their children to the best schools. A template of 
this is Madonna who in real life is trying to live as an English 
country lady while in public she pretends to be a rebel effing and 
blinding and snogging Britney at award ceremonies. 

On internet ‘Community’ sites for young people to meet 
others our young women present themselves as tarts and most say 
they “like getting drunk.” Their clothes and poses present them as 
anybody’s meat. They are imitating slappers who have made 
fortunes showing their silicon boobs. Our elites promote these as 
role models for our young people, but would appear to only 
promote honourable and worthy people as role models for ethnic 
minorities. If you walk around an inner city school or community 
centre the walls are festooned with heroes from the histories of 
ethnic groups - Gandhi, Marcus Garvey or Harriet Trubman. 

Like Rome in decline, we are behaving as though we have 












ot all those from 
ethnic minorities 
make a positive 
contribution to 
our society! 


been conquered. Anyone can have our women and we are 
supposed to accept it because our elites have passed laws to 
prevent us objecting. Such laws have features of being conquered 
we must not fight back, and have to do what the elite and their 
favoured groups want. 

On an entertainment street you will have one bar where the 
regulars are on pills and another where they use mainly cocaine 
and most of the doorstaff are on steroids. 

Another mode of destruction is clubbing on ecstasy. It is a 
special occasion like going to church on Sundays. There is an 
unfinished part of us that is reaching out to become satisfied or 
whole and this gives a temporary and artificial substitute. A 
common feature of ecstasy clubbers is a need to escape from 
themselves which in a healthier age would have led to a mystic 
journey in solitude as eremites counting their beads and 
communing with God. In our degraded times they are prey for the 
hard-headed business people who use any fashion to make money 
out of their own people. 

A young woman explained to me: “It heightens the music, 
makes it more epic.” In common with others it helps them to 
dance longer, but the important effect is that “it fills you full of 


love towards those around you, if a girl is being sick in the toilets 
you pull her hair back for her. I have only seen two fights in eight 
years of clubbing.” She spoke of making friends all over the world 
through taking ecstasy at clubs. She compared this with aggressive 
pubs when people are drunk. It is a response to the betrayal of the 
needs of our young people by our Christian leaders and has 
fuelled the need for artificial transcendence and artificial 
communities through drugs. She was seeking community, albeit 
made artificially more warm and protective by ecstasy. 

“Eastern European Workers Shame Lazy Brits” scream the 
tabloid headlines. This is to justify the elites bringing cheap labour 
to work for them. It is incredible but the Labour Government and 
Trades Unions have caused the virtual re-introduction of a form 
of slavery as some asylum seekers work for almost nothing. On 
top of asylum seekers and families and spouses coming here, 
Eastern European immigration makes a total approaching one 
million per annum. 

Unfortunately some immigrants keep letting the elites down 
by planting bombs, indulging in gang warfare and shooting each 
other in public. 

While we are escaping from life the cleverer immigrants are 
taking over the professions and administration. What are our 
young going to do? Where are they going to work when millions 
are being brought here as cheap labour? The elites have betrayed 
them. 

The Young BNP offers young people healthy activities which 
will build them up, not degrade them, and develop self-worth and 
respect. They organise camping and other outdoor activities 
which build confidence. 

We must start Home Schooling networks to give our young 
the standard of education the state schools are denying them and 
to instill self-worth and a sense of belonging instead of teaching 
them to give up their country to outsiders. We can begin reviving 
local fairs and festivals and developing our Folk music traditions 
by taking traditional forms but using words and sentiments 
suitable for our present time to express our sufferings under the 
elites. These are not rigid formulae but suggestions for our creative 
young people to develop in practice. They will be able to forge 
natural, emotional bonds with their own people, their culture and 
music traditions. 


■ 



A* 



Sadie and 
the Gypsies 


B Having found that the Searchlight Marxist-inspired vilification of BNP 
Councillors produces little effect, the Lib-Lab-Con hierarchy are trying to 
present our Councillors as being ineffectual in order to stop further Council 
seats falling to the BNP. This report by BNP Councillor Nina Brown shows 
how one new Councillor lost no time in taking action for the local people. 


O n a Tuesday night, less than a week after Sadie Graham 
was elected to represent Brinsley on Broxtowe Borough 
Council, Leicestershire, a band of gypsies arrived on the 
recreation ground in the village much to the anger and concern of 
Brinsley residents. Within 20 minutes of their arrival by breaking 
and entering onto the Parish land, a local resident telephoned 
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Broxtowe Borough Councillor Sadie Graham who immediately 
attended the site to see what the situation was. Another local 
resident informed Sadie that they had spoken to one of the male 
travellers who had said that they would be staying a few days and 
were expecting several more caravans to arrive to join them during 
the night. Upon this news a chain was placed around the gate 
with a padlock to make the gates a bit more secure. 

Cllr Graham telephoned the police so that they could 
ascertain the intentions of the gypsies and hopefully prevent them 
from staying. Whilst the officer responded to the call fairly 
quickly, it soon became apparent that the police were not 
interested in removing the travellers from the site, despite their 
having broken onto the land unlawfully. Having spoken to a senior 
officer, the police officer insisted that because they were now on 
the site there was nothing the police could do. The travellers told 
him that they would be leaving on Wednesday afternoon and he 
was satisfied with that. Not only that but he insisted that the chain 
and padlock be removed from the gate to allow the travellers to 
leave should they wish to. (Of course, they had arrived at 8pm 
that evening so it was unlikely that they would decide to leave in 
the middle of the night). Sadie’s argument that we wanted to 
prevent several more caravans arriving in the night simply fell on 
deaf ears. 

Following a Parish Council meeting on Wednesday, a vote 
was taken to place another chain and padlock on the gate, but 
within an hour a resident witnessed one of the travellers cutting 
through the chain and forcing the gate open to drive his lorry 
through. 

After two days of telephone calls and discussion between 
councillors, the police, and the BNP legal department a further 
meeting took place which was attended by several members of the 
Parish Council along with a local police officer, who came to talk 
about the options open to us to have the travellers removed. All 
that the Parish Council wished to do was to use Section 61 of the 
Criminal Justice Act 1994, which can be used by a Senior Police 
Officer to remove trespassers from land immediately if criminal 
damage has been used, (which it had in this instance as the gate 
had been forcibly broken through). This Act can also be enforced 
if there are more than six vehicles on the land, including vans, 
trailers and caravans. 

The police, however, were unwilling to enforce this law 



despite there being clear evidence that the law had been broken. 
The reason the police officer gave for not enforcing this legislation 
was that if the travellers ignored the police request to leave, they 
would then have to enforce the request by arresting the travellers. 
This would mean the local police employing extra manpower. For 
the number of men, women and children on the site, he estimated 
16 police officers would be needed. 

Then once the travellers were in custody they would have to 
confiscate the caravans, lorries and vans by impounding them. 
They would need social workers to provide welfare for the 
children and God forbid, what if any of the women are pregnant, 
we would have to provide medical care for them. He insisted they 
simply do not have that manpower to carry out the job. Well you 
can imagine what the reaction was by the Parish Councillors! Cllr 
Sadie Graham pointed out that was it not the job of the police to 
uphold the law, regardless of how much money it may cost the 
police! 

NOT REALLY BOTHERED 

Unbelievably, the police officer then pointed out to Sadie that if 
she were to insist that the travellers moved on from the site, it 
would be her responsibility as a Borough Councillor to ensure 
their welfare and provide the travellers with alternative 
accommodation for the families and their children. Of course this 
is not the case. As a borough councillor Sadie has a responsibility 
to represent the interests of people in the ward that she represents 
and that does not extend to helping provide land for travellers 
who pass through the ward! Though the police officer made it 
clear they would get involved if trouble broke out. What he meant 
was that the resources would be found immediately if there was 
any sign of trouble or if local residents decided to take the law 
into their own hands, because the police were clearly not that 
bothered about moving them on. 

The police officer, Cllr Graham and another parish councillor 
spoke on Thirsday afternoon to the travellers who said that they 
would be leaving the recreation ground at 5pm on Friday. Finally 
at 6.45pm on Friday 11 th May, the travellers left the site. However 
they did leave behind a mess of rubbish that it is the thankless task 
of the council to clear up, paid for by the taxpayers. This is totally 
unacceptable considering the amount of council tax we law 
abiding citizens have to pay. So when you have travellers illegally 
break onto land, despite them not paying council tax or any other 
tax (other than road tax, sometimes!) they appear to have more 
rights than your normal, decent, law abiding, tax-paying citizen, 
who doesn’t get their bin emptied if it is left in the wrong position 
or if the lid is not closed down properly. 

This politically correct nonsense just goes to show who this 
Government are really interested in looking after, making sure 
that the ‘human rights’ and welfare of travellers who trespass onto 
and damage private property are of far more importance than 
upholding the law, respecting property, the rights of local tax 
payers and those people who have to go in to clean up the mess 
they leave behind them. 

We would like to add that the local police officers who 
attended were not to blame for this situation, they were acting on 
advice from senior officers and we understand the constraints that 
a New Labour administration has put them under. However we 
cannot even say that is just another legacy of Blair’s Britain, 
because the weak law of S61 of the CJA was constructed under a 
Tory government. Although the fact that the police would quite 
willingly enforce this law if they had the resources and manpower 
to do so, are all too busy tied up doing bureaucratic paperwork for 
Mr Blair so that his police forces match their targets! 

Of course we are not ruling out the possibility that these 
travellers were tipped off or sent as a gift from New Labour to the 
ward of Brinsley in punishment for them electing the first British 
National Party councillor in Nottinghamshire. Either way Sadie’s 
prompt action is seen locally as being the thing that got rid of the 
uninvited guests, so it’s ended up as another plus for the BNP. 
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Family Festival 4th and 5th of August 2007 


A fun-packed family weekend celebrating 
the regional and national cultures of the 
British Family of Nations 

Send Cheques and postal orders to 
PO Box 158, Deeside, CH5 2WW or to pay 
by credit card telephone 0870 515 296 


See you all at 
the Red, White 
and Blue 
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